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UNCLASSIFIEDARGUS

UNCLASSIFIED SUMMARY OF BASIS FOR TRIBUNAL
~ DECISIO

(Enclusnre (1) to Combntnnt Status Review Tribunal Decision Repnrt)

TRIBUNAL PANEL: #13 .
ISN# ____ 112

1. Inirg_dncﬂun -

As the Combatant Status Review Tribunal (CSRT) Decision Report indicates, the
Tribupal has determined that this Detainee is properly classified as an enemy combatant
and is 2 member of, or affiliated with, Al Qaids and the Taliban. In reaching its
conclusions, the Tribunal considered both classified and enclessified information. The
following is an account of the unclassified evidence considered by the Tribunal and other
pertinent information. Classified evidence considered by the Tribunal is discussed ix
Enclosure (2) to the CSRT Decision Report. - .

2. Synopsis of Proceedings

‘The unclassified evidence presented to the Tribunal by the Recorder indicated that the

Detainee traveled from his home in Saudi Arabia to Afghanistan via Syria and Iran after
11 September 2001. The Detaines received training on the use of AK-47 tifle while
staying at a guesthouse in Konduz, Afghanistan. The Detainee participated in military
operstions against the coalition, camried a weapon on the battlefield and participated in
military operations against the United States and its coalition partners while stationed on
the front lines in the Khawajsh Ghar region of Afghenistan. The Detainee was captured
by Northern Alliance Forces near Mazar-¢ Sharif prior to 25 November 2001. The
Detainee was present at, and wounded during the prison camp uprising at Mazur-¢ Sharif
on 25-28 November 2001. The Detainee chose to participate in the Tribunal process.
He did not request that witnesses be calied, did not request documents be produced, and

" made an unsworn verbal statement. The Detainee, in his verbel statement, denied being

an al deambumpﬂmpahngmanymﬂm:yopmmagamsttheUmtudStates
urnscoa]mnnpm

3. Evidence Cumidaraﬂ b}‘ the Trlblmal )

The Tribunal considered the following evidence in reaching its conclusios:
& Exhivits: D-o gndii-l through R-12. |
b, Testimony of the following persons: w/a |

* 6. Unsworn statement of the Detainee
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4. Rulings by the Tribunal on Detainee Requests for Evidence or Witnesses

The Detaines requested no witpesses and no additional evidence.

5. Discussion of Unclassified Evidence

The Tribunal conéidered the following unclassified evidence in making its

& The tecorder offered Exhibits R-1 and R-2 into evidence duning the
umnclassified portion of the proceeding. Exhibit R-1 is the Unclassified Summary of
Evidence. Whﬂuihissummaryiahslpﬁﬂinthﬁitprovidnaabmadnmﬁmnfmthe -
Tribunal can expect 1o see, it is not persuzsive in that it provides conclusory statements
without any other supporting unclassified evidence, Exhibit R-2 providsd no usable
evidence. Accordingly, the Tribunal had to look to classified exhibits for support of the
Unclassified Summary of Evidence. |

Detainee’s unsworn testiinony. A summarized transcript of the Detaines’s unswom
' tasﬁmmyisamchsdasCSRTDmisinnRupoﬂEndum(S).InmfheDeminw.
testified that he felt the need 1o travel to Afghanistan to bring his brother home to Saudi
Arabis. The Detaines indicated that he was s student and that e traveied to Afghanistan
at his own expeiise and not to participate in military actions. In Konduz, Afghamistan, the
Deteinee stated that he stayed at a Taliban guesthouse where people could stay for free, -
but that he paid his own way while there with fands that he brought with him. He stated
-that he saw peoplé with weapons there, but that he did not camry cre. The Detainee made
contact with his brother and thereafter biegan to make his way back to Saudi Arabia with
his brother. Since there were hostilities going on, the Detainses stated that he could not
return to Saudi Arabia the way he came into the country. Therefore, the Detainee and his
brother then advanced toward the Northem Allisnce to surrender to them. The Detainee
. claitns that he wag then taken into custody by the Northern Allience and eventually

.. tumed over to American forces, . - | - -

* ¢. The Detainee did mention physical torture by the Afghani police, stating that if
he did not respond as being from al-Qaida or the Taliban, that he would be tortured. After
being transferred to Khandarhr, the Detainee alleges further torture, which he states js -
evident by his broken tooth. As for his treatment while a detainee at Camp DELTA in
Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, although he has not been physically tortured, he feels there
been a threatening and psychologicel affect, by parting him from his brother
which in his opinion is not less then physical torture, OARDEC Chief of Staff, Le
Advisors and CITF Liaison Officer to OARDEC have been advised.

UNCLASSIFIED/FEEO~ ISN #112
: " Enclosure (1)
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‘ TheTnbunalaanrehedoncertamnlasmﬁedmdmmmnEngmdecmm A
d:smmnnnfthulaasxﬁedmdmcnsfomdemlnm(Z)tntheCambaIanIStams |
Rmean'hxmalesmnReport. o _ ;

6. Consultations with the CSRT Legal Advisor

e g ——

No issues arose during the course nfﬁmhcmgﬂntmqumdconsultnnnnmﬂ:the
CSRT iegal advisor.  °

7. Conchsions of the Tribunal

Uponmﬁﬂmewnfallthemdemepresemed mﬁnsmatter theTnbunalmakesﬂae
fnﬂomngdmannns

‘ n mmtmneewnsmmmﬂyandphymaﬂycapablenfmﬂ:paungmthz
proceadmg. Nnmedmlnrmanlalhulthevn]mnonmdamedmcem |

b MDetnmaemdustuodthnTﬁhmalpmm Hcacuvelyparhmpatadm
the hearing.

c. ThenginaeisprupeﬂyclassiﬂedasmmemymbMandinmbaruﬂ
nraﬁ]iatﬁdﬂiﬂ:,leaidamdthnTalibm .

8. Dissenting Tribunal Member’s report

" Nons. The Tribunal reached a unanimous decision.
Colonel, U.S. Army | - | 3
Tribunal President - ; -
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UNCLASSIFTED SUMMARY OF BASIS FOR TRIBUNAL
DECISION

S r s

(Enclosure (1) to Combatant Status Review Tribunal Decision Report)

TRIBUNAL : #
ISN #: |

1. Introduction

As the Combatant Status Review Tribunal (CSRT) Decision Report indicates, the
Tribunal has determined that this detaines is propetly classified as an enemy combatant
and was part of or supporting Al Qaida forces. In reaching its conclusions, the Tribunal
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following is an account of
the unclassified evidence considered by the Tribunal and other pertinent information.

. Classified evidence considered by the Tribunal is discussed in Enclosure (2) to the CSRT
' Decision Report. '

2. Synopsis of Proceedings

The Tribunal commenced this hearing on 2 October 2004, The Recorder presented
Exhibit R-1, the Unclassified Summary of Evidence, during the unclassified portion of
the Tribumal. It indicates, among other things, that the detainee admits he served asa
personal driver 1o Usama Bin Laden (UBL) both before and after the attacks of 1]
September 2001; admits he served as & member of UBL's bodyguard detachment and
armed himself with a weapon; and admits was captured by Northemn Alliance forces in
the vicinity of Kandahar in possession of a weapon, The Recorder presented several
other unclassified exhibits, including the detainee's Petition for Writ o
in the U.S. District Court for the Westem District of Washington. The Recorder
no wilnesses, '

led
led

The detainee participated actively in the Tribunal process. His Personal Representative
submitted documents on his behalf, including a signed, sworn affidavit dated 9 February
2004 (Exhibit D-b). In the swom affidavit, the Detainoe admits he worked for Usama
Bin Laden as a driver, the latest period being from February 2001 until afier the Northern
Alliance began its October 2001 offensive with American support. He was subsequently
captured by the Northern Allisnce end turned over to U.S. forces. The detainee also
answered 'several questions posed by the Tribunal President, in response to which he
indicated he was forced to drive for Usamas Bin Laden and the allegations against him are
all lies. The detainee’s unsworn answers to the questions posed by the Tribunal President
are summarized in Enclosure (3) to the CSRT Decision Report. The Personal
Represcatative also offered additional documents into evidence. A summary of the |
Detainee's witness and document requests, and the Tribunal President’s answers thereto,
are presented in paragraph 4, below. After the conclusion of the unclassified session, the
Tribunal recessed until the following day. )

UNCLASSIFIED/FOUOQ v iR
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| (1) On 25 September 2004, the Personal ive confirmed with
the detainee’s ettorney for the U.S. Miti mm%m&c,

- Tribunal hearing. In support o
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The Tribunal commenced the classified session on 3 October 2004. During the classified
session of the Tribunal, the Recorder presented Exhibits R-3 through R-11. The
Recorder did not comment on the evidence. The Personal Representative presented no
classified evidence and made no comments. The Tribunal considered both the
unclassified and classified exhibits, as well as the detainee’s unsworn responscs to the
Tribupal President’s questions, in reaching iis decision.

3. Evidence Considered by the Tribunal
The Tribunal considered the following evidence in reaching its conciusions:
8. Exhibits: D-a, D-b, D-b2, X, and R-] through R-13.
b.. Testimony of the following persons: None,
¢. Statement of the detainee:
Sec Enclosure (3) to the CSRT Decision Report and Exhibit D-b.
4. Relings by the Tribunal on Detainee Requests for Evidence or Witnesses

a. Witness request. (Copies of all e-mails referenced in this section are included
as Enclosure (5) 1o the CSRT Decision Report.)

USN, that the detainee desired to testify as & witness at 's
on 28 September 2004,
medhehﬂmnducwdmmwmugmmmﬁcm lmwucsm

Afghnmtanbthremdntthemnchapm

On 30 September 2004, the Tribunal President granted the detainee’s
request for ify &s a withess on behalf of the detaines, finding his
testimony relevant reasonably gvailable. The Tribunal President
mdmatedthanbeTn'htmalwuuldhemductedatITODnnSnmday.lﬂmberlﬂM
The Tribunat was scheduled for 3700 to permit [} co arvive on the next
regularly scheduled military flight to Naval Base Guantanamo Bsy, Cuba. The Personal
sent an e-mail to at 1745 on 30 September 2004 notifying
ofthe!"m:dent:dmmun, also spoke to him late in the day by

telephone,

3) sponded to the Personal Representative by :-mul at
1808 on 30 September 2004 indicating he could attend, but would need assistance wiih

the country clearance and flight arrangements. He sent a follow-on e-mail to the Personal

UNCLASSIFIED/FOUO sy il
Exclosure (1}
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Representative at 0841 on 1 October 2004, indicating there could be problems armangng
for his transiator to accompany him on such short notice and for an entire week, and he
needed help with the country clearance. a third e-mail to the Personal
Represeatative at 1148 on 1 October 2004 indicating that both he and his translator were
available for the flight, but that they had to kave OARDEC assistance in gaining the
country clearance. Without it, they would not be permitted to board the regularly
scheduled flight to Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba. He further indicated that he was
previously scheduled to be in Guantanamo Bay on 9 October 2004, and he asked for a
delay until that time to permit him to testify at the hearing. He also indicated that he was
willing to submit a written statement with his testimony, but he needed to consult with s
client concerning waiving the attomey-client privilege before doing so.

(4) Because of the Personal Representstive’s work schedule, be did not
check his unclassified e-mail until the afternoon of 1 October 2004, By that time, it was
too late to attempt to arrenge country cicarance for and his attormey. Given
the need to complete all detainee Tribunals for whom habeas petitions are pending in
Federal District Court, Director, CSRT instructed the Tribunal to hold the heating on 2

October rather y the proceeding until 9 December 2004 as
requested did submit written material for the Tribunal to
consider. Thism 18 discussed in the paragraphs that follow.

b. Evidencs.

: (1) The Detainee requested a document stating who the Northern Alliance |
ani coalition partners are. The Tribunal’s response to the detainse's request is attached
as Enclosure (7) to the CSRT Decision Report.

c)mmmofmTﬁbmﬂmmaom:mAM
seat the Personal Representative an e-mail with a letter to the detainee in conly(to
be sealed and delivered to the detainee via the SJA prior 1o the hearing) and 2 sworn
affidavit from the deteinee in Arabic, together with an English translation, which had
been filed in Federal Court in support of his Petition for Writ of Because
instructions were not in accord with the Personal Representative’s

mndi.ngpmﬁunf i ing be received to the detainee, he retained all of the
material he received from present to ths deiinee. The Personal
hmv:&dmthavsﬂ:eletterﬁm the detainee trans]ated into

(8} Prior to the Tribunal hearing on Saturday, 2 October 2004, the .
Personal Re ive met with the detainee to discuss the documents he received from
ﬂmﬂ:ﬂﬁmﬂm it was the Personal Representative's
that the detainee wanted all of the documents be received from [
R orosented 1o the Tribunal. The detainee also wanted an unsigned document

presented that he had given 1o the Personal Representative during one of their earlier
meetings. ;

UNCLASSIFIED//FOUO v G
, Enclosure {1}
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(b) Just before the Tribunal was to begin, the Personal
Representative met with the Recorder and the Tribunal President to inform them of the
documents to be'submitted. They were: | <x to the detaines, which

in Arabic only; the si affidavit in both ish and Arabic; a memo from
Enthc and the unsigned copy of
the affidevit in ic only. Because two of the the Personal Representative

intended to submit were in Amabic only, the Tribunal President indicated they would have
to be translated before the hearing could commence, The Armabic translator for the
Tribunal then reviewed the documents. He indiceted that the signed Arabic afhdavit and
the unsigned Arabic affidevi ip di fonts but were otherwise the same. He
also logked at the jetter from to the detainee and indicated it was just that,
but did not rel of the letter. The Tribunal President was also unaware of
the instructions had given indicating thas his letter should be seajed and
presented to the detainee through the SJA. Accordingly, the Tribunal President
determined that because the letter was short, the Translator could read the letter into the
record sentence by sentence, first in Arabic and then in English. The Tribuna! President
then instructed the Personal Represantative to take all of the documents back to the
detaince to ensure that he wanted them presented as evidence to the Tribunal. The
Personnl Representative did thet, end after talking to the detaines, informed the Tribunal
President that the detainee wanted all of the documents presented.

(¢) At the appropriate time in the proceedings, the Personal
Eﬂﬁweﬂu&dﬁedmmlminlo:ﬁm When it came time to enter

tter to the detaines, the translator read it into the record sentence by sentence as
previously discussed. Because the Tribunal did not know the contents of the
jetter until it was read into the record, the Tribunal members assumed there was
something in the letter the detainee wanted the Tribunal to know. However, after the
Translator finished reading the letter, there appeared to be no such revelation,
Accordingly, the Tribunal President asked the detaines to confirm that he wanted
etter read. The detainee indicated he did not. He stated he was confused
that he had to submit everything he had into evidence, (The Personal
Representative iater explained that the reason for the confusion was that the detainee had
askcd&meum!chmmﬁv:mhkethedmmbmkmhismfmpﬁmy.
The Personal Representative told him that was not permitted, and that the Personal
Representative had to keep all of the documents. The detninee apparently construed that
to mean that the Personal Representative had to be allowed to submit al} of the

dmm;nmmmeTﬁbumlﬁmcomidcnﬁm,mthhedmhmhadmchoiuindm
matter. |

_ l(d)Bmmitmclwﬁdeidn&tmmﬁsm
ufthep_urcess,the'l‘nhmnl Pmidauinformedmedmineethathnwuuldbegivmaﬂnf
hmexhbmbackmdthmhecouldmﬁtwﬁmmagﬂnmdoﬂruﬁerintneﬁdmwhﬂ

- he desired the Tribunal to consider, The Tribunal President also informed the detainee

that the Tribunal would not consider anything the detaines chose not to re-submit. The

UNCLASSIFIED/FOUO | isn T
| Enciosure (1)
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Tribunal then recessed to permit the detainee to review the documents with his Personal

Representative,
(¢) When the Tribunal reconvened, the deteines submitied the
following documents, merked as indicated: Exhibit D-b —sigped affidavit with English

Translation; Exhibit D-b2 — unsigned copy of affidavit in different font; and Exhibit X ~
a memo fram to the General Counse! of the of the Navy. The
detainee did not re-submit the letter to him and, accordingly, the

Tribunal did not consider it :
§. Discussion of Unciassified Evidence

The Tribunal considered the following unclassified evidenee in making its
determinations: '

& The recorder offered Exhibits R-1 and R-2, and R-12 and R-13 nto evidence
during the unclassified portion of the proceeding. Exhibit R-1 is the Unclassified
Summary of Evidence. While this summary is helpfis] in that it provides a broad outline
of what the Tribunal cen expect to see, it is not persuasive in thet it provides conclusory
statemenits without supporting unclassified evidence. Exhibit R-2 provides no usable
evidence. Accordingly, the Tribunal had to look to other exhibits for support of the
Unclassified Summary of Evidence.

b. Asnoted in paragraph 2, above, the detainee submitted through his Perscnal
Representative a signed, sworn affidavit dated 9 February 2004 (Exhibit D-b). In the
sworn affidavit, the detainee admits he worked for Usama Bin Laden as a driver, the
Iatest period being from February 2001 until after the Northemn Alliance began its
October 2001 offensive with American support. He was subsequently captured by the
Northern Alliance and turned over to U.S. These admissions are consistent with
the assertions made in the Petition for Writ o by in the
U.S. District Court for the Westem District of Washington on or about 6 April 2004
(Exhibit R-12, Arabic translation of relevant portions — Exhibit R-13). The Tribunal
found the admissions by the detaines in his affidavit sufficient to confirm his status as an
cremy combatant because he was part of or supporting Al Qaida. When considered in
conunction with the classified evidence, the evidence supporting the detainee’s
classification as an enemny combatant is overwhelming.

c. The T:il_:mnlfoundthe detainee’s denials regarding his participation in, or his
suppm'tfnr:;_!] Qaida unpersuasive. (Sec Exhibits D-b, R-12 and Enclosure (3) to the
FSRTDchmnRepm);MTn'hmddmfoundﬂmExhibhxFoﬁdedmmnuive
information.

Asngdm.me_TnWﬂsamﬁedunmndmiﬁndwidminmhhgits
decision. A discussion of the classified evidence is found in Enclomyrs (2) to the
ComhmmSmmRzﬁewTﬁhunﬂDecisimR:m .

UNCLASSIFIED/FOUQ SN
' ' Enclosure ()
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6. Copsultations with the CSRT Legal Advisor

The witness and document requests made by the detainee, as discussed above in
paragraph 4, were discussed with the CSRT Assistant Legal Advisor. In addition, the
Tribunal discussed with the CSRT Assistant Legal Advisor the proper way to reflect the
reading of N '<tter to the detainee in the transcript of the detainee’s
testimony. The letter was retizned 1o the detainee and not considered by the Tribunal (as
noted in paragraph 2, above). Finally, the Tribunal consulted the CSRT Axzsigtant
Advisor regarding allegations of abuse made by the detainee in his sworn affidavit
(Exhibit D-b). As per instructions, the OARDEC Forward Chief of Staff and the
OARDEC Liaison to the Criminal Investigation Task Force and JTF-GTMO were
notified of the allegations on 6 October 2004.

7. Conclusions of the Tribunal

Upon careful review of all the evidence presented in this matter, the Tribunal makes the
following determinations:

a The detaince was mentally and physically capable of participating in the
proceeding. No medical or mental health evaluation was deemed necessary.

C. m&:yimispunpeﬂrclasﬁﬁedummymhmandmpmnfm

8. Dissenting Tribunal Member's report
None. The Tribunal reached a umanimous decision,
Respectfully submitted,

Tn‘bum.l Prﬂsidﬁm 4
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UNCLASSIFIED SUMMARY OF BASIS FOR TRIBUNAL
DECISION
(Euclosure (1) to Combatant Status Review Tribugal Decision Report)

TRIBUNALPANEL: __ #7

ISN #:

1. Introduction

As the Combatant Status Review Tribunal (CSRT) Decision Report indicates, the
Tribunal has determined that this detaines is properly ¢lassified as an enemy combatant
and was pan of or supporting Taliban or Al Qaida forces. In reaching its conclusions, the
Tribunal considered both ¢lassified and unclassified information. The following is an -
account of the unclassified evidence considered by the Tribunal and other pertinent
information. Classified evidence considered by the Tribunal is discussed in Enclosure (2)
to the CSRT Decision Report. '

2. Syuopsis of Proceedings

The Tribunal hearing was held on 7 October 2004. The Recorder presented Exhibits R-1
and R-2 during the wnclassified portion of the Tribunal. Exhibit R-1 is the Unclassified
Summary of Evidence, It indicates, among other things, that the detainee voluntarily
jn'madtheTaﬁban;thﬁthadmhumceiwduﬁningmnﬁmmpnm:ﬂmmt
detainee was asSigned an AK-47 and 8 7.62mm PK; that the detaines agreed to fight with
the Taliban; that the detaince received money from Usama Bin Laden; that the detainee's
name was recovered on a list of probable Al Qaida operatives; that the detainee fought
agﬂmmaﬂﬁmfmfornppmxhnﬂynimmoﬁhs,ﬁﬁnghismponﬂmﬁﬁun
forces; that the detninee manned an anti-sircraft gun during combat; and that the detainee
Was present at Tora Bora during the U.S. &ir cempaign. Exhibit R-2 is the FBI request for
redaction of National Security information dated 22 September 2004. The Recorder
called no witnesses. |

ThedmineeplrﬁniplteduﬁvelyintheTﬁbmﬂp:mmmdmldemmmverhﬂ
statement for the Tribunal’s consideration. In sum, the detainee denied all of the
ﬂlegﬁmagﬁmﬁmanqmwhmmnhmmmmim Furthermore,
m&ummmnmymwmmm-dmiﬁngmhmegaﬁmm
the result of torture or threats that he would never leave Cuba. The detainee’s testimony,
mlmmmmmmwmmmmm,iammﬁmmﬂmrmmm
the CSRT Decision Report, The detsinee calied no witnesses. |

During the classified session of the Tribunal, the Recorder presented Exhibits R-3

through R-17. The Recorder offered no comments on the classified evidence. The
PWRMﬁwhtdnoﬂﬁnglddiﬁundtnnﬂhmdMMcpmmmtg. The

UNCLASSIFIED/FOUO . :su!]
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Tribunal considered both the unclassified and classified exhibits, as well as the deminee’s
unsworn testimony in reaching its decision.
3. Evidence Considered by the Tribunal
The Tribunal considered the following evidence in reaching its conclusions:
a. Exhibits: D-A and R-1 through R-17.
b Testimeny of the following persons: Nope.
c. Unsworn statement of the detainee:
See Enclosure (3) to the CSRT Decision Report.
4, Rulings by the Tribuaal on Detl.iiu Reguests for Evidence or Witnesses
The Detainee requested no witnesses, | |
The Detainee requested no additional evidence be produced.
5. Discussion of Unclassified Evidence

The Tribunal considered the following unclassified evidence in meking its
: ations: -

8. The Recorder offered Exhibits R-1 and R-2 into evidence during the
unclassified portion of the proceeding, Exhibit R-1 is the Unclassified Summary of
Evidence. While this summary is helpful in that it provides a broad outline of what the
Tribunal can expect to see, it is not persuasive in that it provides conclusory statements
without supporting unclassified evidence. Exhibit R-2 provided no usable evidence.
Accordingly, the Tribunal had to look to other exhibits for support of the Unciassified
Summary of Evidence,

b. The detainse made an unswom statement at the Tribunal. Afterwards, be
answered questions posed by the Tribunal members. In sum, the detainee testified that all
the aliegations against him were false. He stated that many of his sistements to
interrogators that he has raade in the past were not true and were the result of torture. He
further stated that interrogators told him unless be admitted o the sllegations against him
be would never leave Cuba.  The detsinee’s unswom testimmony is summarized in
Eaclosure (3) to the CSRT Decision Report. When considered in conjunction with the
classified evidence, the Tribunal found the detainee’s testimony unpersuasive.

As noted sbove, the Tribunal also relied on classified evidence in reaching its decision,
and found the classified evidence persuasive in establishing that the detainee is properly
UNCLASSIFIED/FOUO . I8N
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ciassified as an enemy combatant. Ad:mmnnfﬂmclnmﬁedmﬂmuufounﬂm
Enclosure (2) to the Combatant Status Review Tribunal Decision Report.

6. Consultations with the CSRT Lepal Advisor
The Tribunal consulted the CSRT Assistant Legal Advisor regarding allegations of
- torture raised by the detaines during his unswom testimony. As per instructions, the

OARDEC Forward Chief Of Staff, and the OARDEC Liaison to the Criminal
itivestigation Task Force and JTF-GTMO were notified of the matters on 7 October 2004.

7. Conclusions of the Tribunal

Upont careful review of all the evidence presented in this matter, the Tribunal makes the
following determinstions: ‘

&. The detainee was mentally and physically capable of participating in the
MNEMNWHEMMWWW

b. lhcdemnnmtheﬁbumlpmcudmgsmdmﬂymmpmd
throughout. ‘

¢. The detainee is properly classified as an enemy combatant and was part of or
supporting Taliban or Al Qaida forces.

8. Dissenting Tribunal Member’s report
None. Th:Tn'bnnﬂmchﬁnwnhunmﬁccision.
Respectfully submitted,

Tribunal President

UNCLASSIFIED//FOUO ISN
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UNCLASSIFIED SUMMARY OF BASIS FOR TRIBUNAL
DECISION

(Euclosare (1) to Combatant Status Review Tribunal Decision Repert)

TRIBUNAL : 5
ISN #:
1. Introduction

MMWWSWWTHW(CSRDMMMMMM
Tﬁmmmmmmmuhpwymummymbm
and is 2 member of, or affilisted with, al Qaida. In reaching its conclusions, the Tribunal
considered both classified and unclassified information. Thefollowin_gismmumaf
themlassiﬁadaﬁdmwnﬁdutdbytthﬂumlmdotherpuﬁneNinfmmaﬁm
ChssiﬁedeﬁdmnemnsidmdbyﬂwTﬂbmﬂkdiscumdinEnﬂmmmmeCSRT
Decision Report. - 1

. 2. Synopsis of Proceedings

The unclassified evidence to the Tribunal by the Recorder indicated that the
detainee was recruited i traveled to Afghanistan to participate in Jihad. He
received weapons {raining at the -Farouq training camp, and then participated in
military operations against the coalition. Northern Allience forces in the Tora Bora
'mhttrcnptwedhim.m&mimechonmpuﬁcipneinMTﬁbmﬂptmm He
called no witnesses and requested no documents be produced. During the hearing he
made an oral statement under affirmation. In his oral statement the detainee denied the
mﬁtyufmeeﬁdmmhmined,dilpmedaﬂtheeﬁmmmedinthe |
guvmem'sUmlusiﬁedSmnmmmdclnimdnnttohenmmhunfﬂQaidn.

3. Rvidence Considered by the Tribunal
The Tribunal considered the following evidence in reaching its conclusions:
a. Exhibits: D-a, R-]1 through R-14

b. Oral statement of the detainee under affirmation.

4. Rulings _by'th Tribunal oz Detainee Requests for Evidence or Witnesses
mnmemmMﬁm;MManm. |

The Detainee requested no additional evidence be produced; no rulin g5 Were necessary.

UNCLASSIFIED//FOUO ISN
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<. Discussion of Unclassified Evidence

The Tribunal found the following unclassified evidence persuasive in making its
determinations: The Tribuna] was presented with a minimal amount of unclassified
evidence. Therefore, it relied heavily on the classified exhibits (R-3 through R-14) in
making its decjsion. ,dlﬁngﬁsmﬂmmmﬁedﬁaimadmiﬁﬁdthnhe
mld%aﬁwmww&ghﬁm He admitted
mﬁmmmmmmmwﬁnghhmmmmm-meP,Mm
chmmmwymmmwhmmﬁsminﬁghuﬁMWm :
The Tribunal found the following unclassified evidence unpersuasive in making its

- determinationa: Mmmwwmm':mwmumpﬁn

in that it appeared to be completely self-serving, evasive, and contrived.

The Tribuna) also relied on cestain classified evidence in reaching its decision. A
discussion of the classified evidence is found in Enclosure (2) to the Combatant Status
Review Tribunal Decision Report. '

6. Consultations with the CSRT Legal Advisor .

No issues arose during the courss of this hearing that required consultstion with the
CSRT legal advisor.

7. Contlusions of the Trlhum,l

Upon careful review of all the evidence preseated in this matter, the Tribunal makes the
ﬁMﬂWhgdﬁﬂnﬁu@mm:

a. The detainee was mentally and physically capable of participating in the
proceeding. No medical or mental heatth evaluvation was deemed neccssary.

b. The detaines understood the Tribunal proceedings. He indicated his
understanding when asked, actively participeted in the hearing, and asked relevant
questions at appropriated times. -

¢. The detainee is properly classified as an enemy combatant because he is a
member of, or affiliated with al Qaida,

UNCLASSIFIED//FOUO
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§. Dissenting Tribunal Member's report :
None. The Tribunal reached a unanimous decision.

Respectfully submitted,

UNCLASSIFIED//FOUO
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UNCLASSIFIED SUMMARY OF BASIS FOR TRIBUNAL DECISION

(Enclosure (1) to Combatant Status Review Tribunal Decision Report)

TRIBUNAL PANEL: . #20
ISN #: 307 -

1. Introduction

As the Combatant Status Review Tribunal (CSRT) Decision Report indicates, the Tribunal
has deteimined that this detaines is properly classified as an enemy combatant and was part
of or supporting al Qaida and associated forces that are engaged in hostilities against the
United States or its coalition partners. In reaching its conclusions, the Tribunal considered
both classified and unclassified information. The following is an account of the
unelassified evidence considered by the Tribuoal and other pertinent information.
Classified evidence considered by the Tribunal is digcussed in Enclosure (2) to the CSRT

2. Synopsis of Proceedings

The Tribunal commenced this hearing 6n 20 November 2004. The Recorder presented
Exhibit R-1 duripg the unclassified portion of the Tribunal. That exhibit, the Upclassified
Summary of Evidence, indicates, among other things, that: the detaines is associated with
ﬂQaidaanhbmfumes;thedmhee,aSyﬁmmﬁomLtweledmAfghMinI%Q
msmmymmﬁmnymmmuawmmmmfmm ‘
mily in July 2001 and they amived in Kabul Afghanistan via a Taliben airline plane; the
detainee was on & list of captured Mujehidin members; the detainee allowed Arab fighters
tuamyinhishom;ﬁet;mineewidmﬁﬁedbyamimnIQaidaoperaﬁvaaampomdly
being part of a terrorist group; the detaines and his family deperted Jalalabad heading
towards the Pakistan border as the situation escalated; the detainee and others were tumed
over to the Pekistani police and were arrested; the detainee was in possession of 100 Saudi
riyals and spproximatetly 3,000-5,000 Pakistani rupees; the detainee escaped from custody
when some prisoners overpowered the guards and flipped 8 transport vehicle; the detainee
and others were recaptured by the Pakistani police; the detainee was in possession of a ‘
Casio watch — a model which has been used in bombings linked to al Qaida and radical
Izlamic terrorist improvised explosive devices; and the detainee has been identified as
being affilisted with al Qaida or other Islamic extremist groups. The Recorder called no

The detainee participated actively in the Tribunal proceedings. He submitted a written
statemnent, Exhibit D-b, and then answered Tribunal members® questions. The detainee’s
swom testimony and the answers to the questions posed to him &re summarized in -
Enclosure (3) to the CSRT Decision Report. The detainee called one witness.

UNCLASSIFIED//BESO ISN #347
Enclosure (1)
Page ] of 3
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During the classified session of the Tribunal, the Recorder presented Exhibits R-2 through
R-25, commenting only that highlights on the documents in pink were made by the
Recorder, those in yellow by the Personal Representative, The Personal Representative
neither presented clessified exhibits nor made any comments on the classified evidence.

.After reading the classified and unclassified exhibits, the Tribunal determnined that it

required more information. The Tribunat posed & number of questions to the Recorder,
andﬂmnmmaedtheTﬁhmﬂtﬁaﬂnwthanrdmmoppnmwmdofmhﬂmm
On 3 December 2004, the Tribunat reconvened, During that session, the Recorder
submitted classified Exhibits R-26 through R-29. After considering all of the classificd
ond unclassified evidence, the Tribunal deternmined that the detainee is propesly classified
as an enemy combatant. . _

3. Evidence Considered by the Tribunal
The Tribunal considered the following evidence in reaching its conclusions: -
a. Exhibits: R-1 through R-29, and D-a a;nd]'.')-h

b. Testimony of the following person: -
ISN _See Eaclosure (3) to the CSRT Decision

.. Swom Statement of the detainee:

See Enclosure (3) to the CSRT Decision Report.
4. Ru]mgs by the Tribunal on Detaines Requests for Evidence or Witnesses

Ry~ Ta—

';hedemh&réqumwdmaﬁdiﬁonﬂeﬁdmbem&

5, Discassion of Unclassified Evidence _
The Tribunal copsidered the fbllowingmnla.ssi.ﬁedevidcncehmakingits determinations:

, s, The Recorder offered Exhibit R-1 into evidence during the unclassified portion
of the proceeding. Exhibit R-1 is the Unclassified Summary of Evidence. While this
summary is helpful in that it provides 2 broad outline of what the Tribunal can expect to
see, it is not persuasive in that it provides conclusory statements without supporting
unclassified evidence. Accordingly, the Tribunal had to ook to other evidence to support
the agsertions in the Unclessified Summary of Evidence. | :

 UNCLASSIFIED//FEEE®). ISN #307
Enclosurs (1)
Page 2 of 3
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| . -As noted in paragreph 2, above, the detainee submitted a written statement and
provided sworn testimony, responding to each of the aliegations on the Unclassified
Summary of Evidence. Afterwards, he answered questions posed by the Tribunal
members. In sum, the detainee denied being a member of ths Taliban or al Qaida. He
asserted instead that he was a businessman in Kabul, drawn to Afghanistan from Syna by
Kabul’s superior business environment. A summarized transeript of the detainee’s swom
testimony is attached as CSRT Decision Report Enclosure (3). His writtep statzment is
attached as Exhibit D-b. *

6. Consultations with-the CSRT Legal Advisor

The Tribunal consulted the CSRT Assistant Legal Advisor regarding allegations made by
the detainee in his written statement and in his testimony that he was tortured by Pakistan:
officials in the presence of U.S. offici and in a U.S, facility, and that he was abused by
. 1.S. soldiers. His son, detainee also tegtified that he was abused. Asper
instructions, the OARDEC Forward Chicf of Staff and the OARDEC Liaison to the
Cﬁm’mallnvesﬁgaﬁhoaskaandﬂF-GTMO“tmnoﬁﬁedofthemmMn

November 2004,

Y. Conclasions of the Tribunal

Upon careful review of all the evidence presented in this matter, the Tribunal makes the
foﬂowmgdctcmm

" a The detainee was mentally and physically capable of participatisig in the
proceeding. No medical or mental heaith evaluation was deemed necessary. |
b, The detaines understood the Tribunal procesdings and actively participated -
throughout the hearing. ‘
c. ﬁedeﬁnmhmﬂychssiﬁedasanmywﬁhaﬁnthemusehe_mpm

of or supporting &l Qaida and associated farces that are engaged in hostilities ageinst the
United States or its coalition partners.

8. Dissenting Tribunal Member’s report

None, The Tribunal reached a ymanimous decisiorn.

Colonel, .S, Army
Tribunal President

UNCLASSIFIED/FES | ISN #307
- Enclosure (1}
Page 3 of 3
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 UNCLASSIFIED SUMMARY OF BASIS FOR TRIBUNAL DECISION

(Enclosure (1) to Combatant Statys Review Tribunal Decision Report)

TRIBUNAL PANEL: __ #40
ISN#: 312

1. Introduction

As the Combatant Status Review Tribunal (CSRT) Decision Report indicates, the Tribunal
hag determined that this detainee is properly classified as an enemy combatant and was part
of or supporting al Qaida forces and associated forces that are engaged in hostilities against
the United States or its coalition partmers. In reaching its conclusions, the Tribunal
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following is an account of the
unclassified evidence considered by the Tribunal and other pertinent information.
Clessified evidence considered by the Tribunal is discussed in Enclosure (2) to the CSRT
Decision Repnrt.

2. Synupsls of Prneeedmg: | -

'Ihe'I'n'hmaleondmtndthEheanngunQDuuemburm TheRscordurpmsmmd .
Exhibit R-1 and R-2 duting the unclassified portion of the Tribunal. The principal exhibit,
the Unclassified Summary of Bvidence (Exhibit R-1), indicates, amnong other things, that:
the detainee is associated with the Taliban or al Qaida; the detainee traveled from Syna to
Afghanistan in 2001; ﬂmdmwsfa&ermnwturmhiu]ahmnﬁghwthedmmee
trained at training camp in 2001; the camp was & basic.

le at the detainee trained
on the Kalishnikov rifie, pistols, light weapons, grenndes, and the Bike weapons systera;
the detaines admitted to traveling through the Tora Bora Mountains 1n Afghanistan; the
detaines was in Kabul, Afghanistan when it was defeated; and, after the fall of Kabul, the
demnﬁeﬂedtolalalabadandsuhs:quenﬂytoPahmﬂ,whmhewasmm The
Reccrdﬂrcaﬂednommzusuu

Ihudetnmuepammpatedmir:lymtthnbmalpmcwdmgs Hesuhmlttedamttnn
statement, Exhibit D-b, and then answered Tribumat members’ questions. The detainee’s
,swnmtﬁhmunymdﬂ;cmwmtnﬂ:equcmnnsposcdtohmmmmnzedm
Ernclosure (3) to the CSRT Decision Report. The detainee called ane witness.

During the classified session of the 'I’ribunaLtheRecorderpmsunted Exhibits R-3 through
R-24, commenting that Exhibits R-3 through R-8 supported the Unclassified Summary of
Evidence and Exhibits R-9 through R-25 provided amplifying information. The Personal

rRepmantauva presentsd Exhib:lts D-c and D-d, pmmdmg brief comments.

After cmdmng all of the classified and wnclassified mdme the Tribunal deteunme:d
that the detainee is properly classified as an enemy combatant,

_ UNCLASSIFIED//RO%HE- ISN #312
. : : "Enclosere (1)
Pege 1 of 3
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3, Evidence Considered by the Tribunal

F'I'hae Tribunal congidered the following evidence in reaching its cunclumuns
& Exhibits: R-1 through R—ﬂ, and D-a through D-d.
b. Testimony of the following person: |

Ez_’ See
osure (3) to the CSRT Decision Report).

c. Swumstatmen'tofﬂmdstamee
See Enclosure (3) to the CSRT Decision Report.

4. Rulings by the Tribunsal on Detaines Requests for Evidence or Witnesses -

e o —
_wns appmved. See Enclosure (S)tn the CSRT Decision Report.

‘I‘hcdatnmearaqunstedﬂﬁaddshunalmdmwbemdum
5. Discussion of Undanaiﬂed Evidence
’IheTn'bumal mhﬁtﬁefcﬂowmgmdusrﬁedmﬂmmmmnhngﬂdmmﬂ

a. The Recorder offered Exhibits R-1 and R-2 into evidence during the unclassified
portion of the proceeding. Exhibit R-1 is the Unclassified Summary of Evidence. While
this sumamary is helpful in that it provides = broad cutline of what the Tribunal can expect
to see, it is not persuasive in that it provides conclusory statements without supporting
unclassified evidence. Exhibit R-2, the FBI redaction cerfificate, provided no useful
information. Accordingly, the Tribumal had 1 look to othier evidence to support the
agsertions in the Unclassified Summary of Evidence, .

b. Asmdhm&ZMe.ﬁadﬁﬁmsuhtﬁimdawﬁﬂmmmtmd

. provided sworn testimony, responding to each of the allegations on the Unclassified

Summary of Evidence. Afterwands, he angwered questions posed by the Tribunal

‘members. In sum, the detainee denied being a member of the Taliban or al Qaida. He

agseried that his father drew bim to Afghanigtan from Syria. He forther stated that be had
no knowledge of his father’s activities while be was in Afghanistan and desired to return to
Syria to complete his studies. A summarized travscript of the deteinee’s swom testimony
is attached as CSRT Decision Report Enclosure (3).

'UNCLASSIFIED/ROTO- . mNerz
Encloxare (1)
Page 2 of 3
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. 6. Consultations with the CSRT Legal Advisor

The Tribunal cnnsultedtthSRTAssmtamchal Adwsnrmgnrdmgaﬂcgmommndeby
the detainée in his written statement and in his testimony that Pakistani officials in the
presence of U.S. officials tortured him, and in a U.S. facility. He also claims that U.S.
soldiers abused him. As per instructions, the OARDEC Forward Chief of Staff and the

'OARDEC Lisison to the Criminal Investigation Task Force and JTF-GTMO were notified

of the matters on 11 December 2004. These allegations, on behalf of both detainee and his
futher, haveprmnuslybeenmpurtednnZZNnvemhumm foliowing the father’s
Tribunal. .

1, Cﬁiii:lminns of the Tﬁbimal ‘

Upon careful review of all the evidence presented in this matter, meTﬁbmalmnkesthn

following determinations:

5. The detsinee was mentally and physically capable nfparticipaﬁnginﬂw
proceeding. No medical or mental health evaluation was deemed necessary.

| b. The detainee understood the Tribunal proceedings and actively participated
throughout the hearing. * N
. ¢. The detaines is properly classified a5 an snemy combatant because he was part

of or supporting al deafumcsmdasmmusdfnmﬂ:ﬂmmgagedmhnmw
the United States or its coalition partners.

8. Dissenting Tribunal Member’s report
None. The Tribunal resched 8 unanimous decision.

Respectfully submi

U.S. Army
Tribunal President

UNCLASSIFIED/ESTO - ISN #312
| : Eocloswe (1)
Pags 3 of 3
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1. Introduoction

Ag the Combatant Status Review Tribunal (CSRT) Decision Report indicates, the
Tﬁhmm&mmmmhmwedummymw
'mdispannﬁmsuppurﬁng,AIQﬁdgmothﬂfummgedinhosﬁliﬁu ggainst the
United States or its coalition partners. In reaching its conclusions, the Tribunal
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following is an account of
the unclassified evidence considered by the Tribunal and other pertinent information.
ClmiﬁtdevidmwnsiduedbylhsTﬁhmnlhdimmmdhEnclosmfZ}tntthSBT
Decision Report .

2. Synopsis of Proceedings

mmmmumwmmrﬁmwmmmmmm
Detninummhtedwithfnmscngagadmhnsﬁliﬁun&ﬁnheumwdSmmuriu
coalition parmers. The Detaines traveied to Afghanistan in August 2001 and received
weapons training at the Al-Faroug training camp. Tae Detainee attempted to gain more
uainingumnﬁnrmpmlﬂdnhd,ﬁghmmmmenmmﬂlymcmw
near the Pakistan border. The Detainee chose to participate in the Tribunal process. He
called no witnesses and requested no documents be produced. The Detainee made a
sworn verbal statement. The Detainee, in his verbal statement, denied that be was
associated with forces engaged in hostilities with the United States or its coalition
parmmmdwuforcedtoteﬂthismmlmﬂ:ndbemmmmim He admitied
traveling to Afghanistan with 2 friend but it was during school break. The Detainee
deniadmmiﬁngmpommhhgandmedﬁmhemdhisﬁimduMYobsmedmoﬂm
individual disassemble and reassemble a Kalgshnikov rifie. The Detaines stated that after
his capture Afghan and American soldiers tortured him.

3. Evidence Considered by the Tribunal
The Tribunal considercd the following evidence in reaching its conclusions:
a. Exhibits; D-a and R-1 through R-13. |

b. Testimony of the following persons: Swom statement of the Detainee.

UNCLASSIFIED/FOUO nsnn
Enclosure
Page 1 of)
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4. Rulings by the Tribunal on Detainee Requests for Evidence or Wimesses

The Detainee requested no witnesses and requested no additional evidence be produced,;
therefore, no rulings on these maters were required.

5. Discussion of Unclassified Evidence

The Tribunal considered the following unclassified cvidence in making its
determinations:

. The Recorder offered Exhibits R-1 and R-2 into evidence during the
unclassified portion of the proceeding. Exhibit R-1 is the Unciassified Summary of
Evidence. While this summary is helpful in that jt provides a broad outline of what the
Tribunal can expect to see, it is not persusasive in that it provides conclusory statements
without supporting unclassified evidence. Exhibit R-2 provided no usable evidence,
Accordingly, the Tribunal had to look o classified exhibits for support of the
Unclassified Summary of Evidence.

b. Essentially the only unclassified evidence the Tribunal had 1o consider was the
Detainee’s sworn testimony. A summarized transcript of the Detainee's sworn testimony
is atached as CSRT Decision Report Enclosure (3). In sum, the Detainee testified that he
was not associsted with forces engaged in hostilities with the United States or its
coslition partners. He claimed that he is not associated with al Qaida, and if he were an
enemy combatant, he would not have bought 8 round trip airline ticket to return home o |
because he would have continued to fight. The only reason for his original statements is
because when he was captured, interrogators in Kandahar, Kabul and Bagram,
Afghanistan tortured him. The Detainee stated that he did not carry any weapons and did
not participate in any fighting against the coalition. Because of the torture he received
when he was originally captured, he clasimed he had to admit to things that he did not do
to stop the torture.

The Tribunal also relied on certain classified evidence in reaching its decision. A
discussion of the classified evidence is found in Enciosure (2) to the Combatant Status
Review Tribunal Decision Report.

e — o PEE A P A B ey B weea -

6. Cousultations with the CSRT Legal Advisor

No issucs arose during the course of this hearing that required consultation with the |
CSRT legal advisor, | |

7. Conclusions of the Tribonal

Upon careful review of all the evidence presented in this matter, the Tribunal makes the
following determinations: :

UNCLASSIFIED/FOUO s [ |
Enclosure (1)
Page 2 of 3
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a. The Detainee was mentally and physically capable of participating in the i
proceeding. No medical or mental health evaluation was requested or deemed necessary.

b. The Detaines understood the Tribunal proceedings. He asked no questions
regarding his rights and actively participated in the hearing.

¢. The Detainee is properly classified as an enemy combatant and is part of, or
supporting, Al-Qaida, or other forces engaged in hostilities against the United States or
its coalition partners.

d. The Detainee stated that afizr he was captured, interrogators in Kandahar,
Kabul and Bagram, Afghanistan toreared him. Because of the torture he claimed he -
received when he was originally captured, he claimed he had to admit to things that he -
did not do. The Detainee’s allegations were not limited to oceurrences within '
Afghanistan. The CITF liaison to QARDEC, QARDEC Chief of Staff, and the
OARDEC legal advisor have been notified of the aliegation outlined above, as
documented in Exhibit R-3.

8. Dissenting Tribanal Member’s report
Nope. The Tribunal reached a unanimous decision.

Colonel, U.S. Marine Corps
Tribunal President | I

UNCLASSIFIED/FOUO
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UNCLASSIFIED SUMMARY OF BASIS FOR TRIBUNAL
DECISION

(Enclosure (1) to Combstant Siatus Review Tribnnal Decision Report)

TRIBUNAL P : #7
SN #:

1. Intreduction

As the Combstant Status Review Tribunal {CSRT) Decision Report indicates, the
Tribunat has determined that this detainee is properly classified as an enemy combatant
and was part of or supporting Teliban and Al Qaida forces. In reaching its conclusions,
the Tribunal considered both classified and unclassified information. The following is an
eccount of the unclessified evidence considered by the Tribunal and other pertinent
information. Classified evidence considered by the Tribunal is discussed in Enclosure (2)
to the CSRT Decision Report.

2. Synopsis of Proceedings

. The Tribunal held this hearing on 2 November 2004. The Recorder presented Exhibits
R-1 through R-3 during the unclassified portion of the Tribunal, The primary exhibit, the
Unclassified Summary of Evidence (Exhibit R-1), indicates that: the detainee supported

tban and associated with Al Qaida; the detainee arrived in Afghanistan from

ia Pakistan; the detainee traveled to Afghanistan for military training to prepare

to fight; the detainee stayed at an Arab guesthouse in Kandahar; the detainee provided
general information about an Al Wafa office in Kabul; Al Wafa has been designated as a
terrorist organization; the detainee trained at Al Faroug; the detainee received weapons
training for the Kalashnikov rifle, the PK rifle, and rocket-propelled grenade launcher;
the detainee received mortar training while serving in the back lines; the detainee
participated in military operations against the coalition; the detaines fought for the
Taliban; the detainee fought at the front line against the Northern Alliance; the detainee
was in Tora Bora during the U.S. air campaig; the detainee was injured by a2 bomb biast
in Tora Bora; and the detaines was captured by Northem Alliance forces during his
retreat from Tore Bora. The Recorder called no witnesses.

The detainee actively participated in the Tribunal proceedings. In an unswomn statement,
the detainee responded to some of the allegations on the Unclassified Summary of
Evidence. lnsum,hemmdhswmttnPnkismntoﬁndawifcmdfnuchmgcnf
eavironment. He also stated he went to Afghanistan before the war with the United
States started. The detainee’s unsworn testimony and the apswers to the questions posed
mhimmsnmmaﬁudinﬁnclosm(!)tutheCSRTDecisiunReporL The detainee
presented no other evidence and called no witnesses.

UNCLASSIFIED/FOUO 15N R
Enclosure (1)
Page 1 of 3
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During the classified session of the Tribunal the Recorder presented Exhibits R-4
through R-15 and commented on the evidence. The Personal Representative presented
no classified evidence and made no comments on the classified exhibits. After-
considering all of the classified and unclassified evidence, the Tribunal determined that
the detainee is properly classified as an enemy combatant.

3. Evidence Considered by the Tribunal
The Tribunal considered the following evidence in reaching its conclusions:
-a. -Exhibits; R-1 through R-15 and D-a.
b. Testimony of the following persons: None.
c. Statement of the detainee:
See Enclosure (3) to the CSRT ﬁecisiun Report.

4. Rulings by the Tribuna! on Detainee Requests for Evidence or Witnesses
The desainee requesied no witnesses.
The detainee requested no additional evidence be produced.
5. Discussion of Unclassified Evidence

_a. The Recorder offered Exhibits R1 through R-3 into evidence during the
unclassified portion of the proceeding. Exhibit R-1 is the Unclassified Summary of
Evidence. While this summary is helpful in that it provides a broad outline of what the
Tribunal can expect to see, it is not persuasjve in that it provides conclusory statements
without supporting unciassified evidence. Exhibit R-2, the FBI redaction certification,
provided no usable evidence. Exhibit R-3, the U.S. Department of Homeland Security
Terrorist Organization Reference Guide deied January 2004, also provided no
infonnation pertinent to the detrinee’s status. Accordingly, the Tribunal had to lock to
other evidence to support the assertions on the Unclassified Summoary of Evidence and
the Tribunal’s conclusions.

‘ D. As noted in paragraph 2, above, the detainee made an unsworn statement at the
hearing, addressing several, but not all, of the allegations on the Unclassified Summary of
Evidence. Afterwards, he answered a few questions posed by one of the Tribunal
Members, but refused to answer any further questions. In sum, the detaines claimed that
he mvelyd_tnhkimntugetmuﬁadmdmhnw a change of environment. He denied
any affiliation with Al Wafa, and also denied receiving mortar training. He slso denied
ever being in the Tora Bora region. When asked if he did not respond to allegations
3.4.3, 3.5, 3.8.6, and 3.2.7 on the Unclassified Summary of Evidence because those

UNCLASSIFIED//FOUO | isn
Enclogure (1)
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allegations were true, the detatnee stated he would rather keep silent, A summanized
transcript of the detainee’s unswom testimony is attached es Enclosure (3) to the CSRT
Decision Report. The Tribunal found the detainee’s testimony unpersuasive when
considered together with the classified evidence. A discussion of the classified evidence
is found in the CSRT Decision Report Enclosure (2).

6. Consultations with the CSRT Legal Advisor

The Tribunal consulted the CSRT Assistant Legal Advisor regarding allegations that an
interrogator in the Khandahar prison hit the detainee in the arm until he faisely admitted
receiving training on mortars (see Enclosure (3) to the CSRT Decision Report). As per
instructions, the OARDEC Forward Chief of Staff and the OARDEC Liaison to the
Criminal Investigation Task Force and JTF-GTMO were notified of the matiers on

2 November 2004,

7. Conclusions of the Tribunal

Upon careful review of all the evidence presented in this matter, the Tribunal makes the
following dezerminations:

a. The detainee was mentally and physically capable of participating in the
proceedmng. No medical or mental health evaluation was deemed necessary.

b. ﬁemmmmc?nmmmdmvdymﬂpamd
throughout the hearing.

c. The detaince is propetly classified as an enemy combatant because he was part
of or supporting Taliban and Al Qaida forces.

8. Dissenting Tribunal Member's report
None. The T:iblﬁ:nl reached a unanimous decision.

Respectfully submitted,

Colonel, U.S. Army
Tribunal President

UNCLASSIFIED/FOUO
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UNCLASSIFIED SUMMARY OF BASIS FOR TRIBUNAL
DECISION :

(Enclosure (1) to Combatant Status Review Tribunal Decision Report)

TRIBUNAL P P HY
ISN #:

1. Infroduction | *

As the Combatant Statns Review Tribunal (CSRT) Decision Report indicates, the
Tribunal has determined that this detaines is properly classified as an enemy combatant
and was part of or supporting Taliban or Al Qaida forces, or associated forces that are
engaged in hostilities against the United States or its coalition partners. In reaching its
conciusions, the Tribunal considered both classified and unclassified imformation. The
following is an account of the unclassified evidence considered by the Tribunal and other
pertinent information. Classified evidence considered by the Tribunal is discussed in
Enclosure (2) to the CSRT Decision Report.

2. Synopsis of Proceedings

The Tribunal held this hearing on 9 October 2004. The Recorder presented Exhibits R-1
and R-2 during the unclassified portion of the Tribunal, The primary exhibit, the
Unclassified Summary i ibit R-1), indicates, among other things, that the
detainee traveled from Afghanistan in September 2001; that the detaince
stayed at a Taliban house while in route to Afghanistan; that the detainee went to
Afghanistap with the specific purpose of training at an A) Qaida training camp; that the
detainee was identified as possibly having stayed in a Taliban guesthouse; and, that the
detainee’s name was found on 2 file scized at an Al Qaida guesthouse. The

called no witnesses. _

The detainee did not attend the Tribunal and affirmatively declined to participate in the
Tribunal process. He told his Personal Represantative that the allegations are all false.
The detainee’s decision is reflected on the Detainee Election Form (Exhibit D-a). The
Personal Representative made a verbal statement on behalf of the detainee, but presented
no evidence and called no witnegses on behalf of the detainee. |

During the first classified session of the Tribunal, the Recorder presemted Exhibits R-3
through R-10. The Personal Representative presented no classified evidence. The
Recorder and the Personal Representative had no comments on the classified evidence.

After the Tribunal read all of the classified exhibits, the Tribunal requested additional
information. In response to the Tribunal’s request, and after giving the Personal
Representative an opportunity (o review the documents, the Recorder offered into -
cvidence Exhibits R-11 through R-13. Neither the Recorder nor the Personal
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Representative had any comments on the sdditional documents. Afler considering the
unclesstficd and the classified evidence, the Tribunal determined that the detainee is
propetly classified as an enemy combatant.
3. Evidence Considered by the Tribunal
The Tribunal considered the following evidence in reaching its conclusions:

&. Exhibits: R-1 through R-13 and D-a.

-b.. Testimony of the following persuns None.
¢. Statement of the d:etamce

The Tribunal considered the statement by the detainss made through the
Personal Representative as summarized in Enclosure (3) to the CSRT Decision

Report.
4. Rulings by the Tribunai oa Detaines Reguests for Evidence or Witnesses +

’l'hedelainwmquemdﬁuwimsm.
The detainee requested no additional evidence be produced.

5. Discussion of Unclassified Evidence

Th:mr&mﬂ‘mtdExﬁbiBR-lnnﬂR—ZhMeﬁdmeduﬁngthcmhsﬁﬁ:dpnrﬁun
of the proceeding. Exhibit R-1 is the Unclassified Sumnary of Evidence. While this
summanris-helpftﬂ'mﬂutitprovidsslbmadm:ﬂimnfwhﬂtheTn'bmulmexpecttn -
m,ithmmmﬁwhmmhmﬁduwmmmﬁmwsm
unclassified evidence. Exhibit R-2, the FBI redaction certification, provided no usable
evidence. Because there was no other unciassified evidence for the Tribunal to consider,
mrﬁmmwlmkmmmmmmmmmmmmm
Unclassified Summary of Evidence. A discussion of the classified evidence is found in
Enclosure (2) to the Combatant Status Review Tribunal Decision Report.

6. Consultations with the CSRT Legal Advisor

The Tribunal consulted the CSRT Assistant Legal Advisor regarding certain matters
raised by Exhibit R-10, which are more fully discussed in paragraph 3 of Enclosure (2) to
the CSRT Decision Report. The detninee also informed his Personal Representative that
his statements were the praduct of torture (see Enclosure (3) to the CSRT Decision
Report). As per instructions, the DARDEC Forward Chief of StafF and the OARDEC
Liaison to the Criminal Investigation Task Force and JTF-GTMO were notified of the
matters on 10 October 2004. -
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7. Concinsions of the Tribunal

Upon careful review of all the evidence presented in this matter, the Tribuna! makes the
following determinations:

- & The detainee chose not to participate in the Tribunal proceeding. No evidence
was produced that caused the Tribunal 1o question whether the detainee was mentally and
physically capable of participating in the proceeding, had he wanted 10 do so.
Accordingly, no medical or mental health evaluation was requested or deemed necessary.

b. The Personal Representative informed the Tribunal that the detainee
understocd the Tribunal process, but chose not to participate, as indicated in Exhibit D-a.

¢. The detainee is properiy clessified es an enemy combatant because he was pant
of or supporting Taliban or Al Qaida forces.

8. Dissenting Tribunal Member’s report
None. The Tribunal reached a unenimous decision.
Respectfully submitted,

Colonel, U.S. Army
Tribunal President
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UNCLASSIFIED SUMMARY OF BASIS FOR TRIBUNAL
DECISION

(Esclasure (1) to Combatant Status Review Tribunal Decision Report)

TRIBUNAL PANEL: _#5 _
ISN #:

1. Introduction

reaching its conclusions, the Tribunal considered both classified and unclassified
information. Thefolldm*ngismmumufthtmhﬁiﬁedeﬁdmmdmedhytht
Tribuna! and other pertinent information. Classified evidence considered by the Tribunal
is discussed in Enclosure (2) to the CSRT Decision Report.

2. Syropsis of Proceeding

The unclassified summary of evidence presented to the Tribunal by the Recorder
indicated that the detaines is associated with al-Qaida. Those allegations ase as follows:

1. mmﬁmmmnmmmeme.

5 “The detainee stated that he lived in the “Azam Afwan" guesthouse io the Wazie
Akbar Khan area of Kabul during September 11, 2001 and that the cooks were all
al-Qaida.

3. The detaince stmed that he lived at the “Najim (Ejm) al Jihad” guesthouse in
Jalalabad, AF when Usama Bin Laden visited the guesthouse during the 1% week
of the US bombing campaign in AF.

4. The detainee anended the Camp Farouq and the Malek training camp were he
received training on the Kalashnikov rifie, rocket propelled grenades, PK machine
gun, mountain fighting and tactics, anti-aircraft weapons, heavy antillery, surface-
to-gir missiles, topography, and explosives during the late spring 2000.

5. The detainee was captured in Tora Bora. |

During the detainee’s testimony to the Tribunal, he denied most allegations made
against him, except the aliegation that he had attended training at Al Faroug. The
detainee’s testimony often contradicted stements he made to interrogators and he
claimed that he admitted to being a member of al-Qaida duning torture by US Forces in

Afghanistan. The detainee stated that he has been tortured here in Guantanamo Bay and
that his shoulder was broken as a result of torture. He further stated that he received
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mdmmﬁcdmﬁmfmﬁsmouﬁﬂmdmnhsmsﬁﬂmﬁvinSme&m
mmmmmmmrmmmmmifﬁgmd@mm
that the detainee would not be tortured. Thdmime:hnstmmpuzmthtTnbunﬂ
process. Heullednnwimmmqumwdmdmmmbemdmed. After all
mmmmnsidmd,m:pepmdmnfcﬁdmdw@yshuwd@t’?dm

3. Evidence Considered by the Tribuns)
The Tribund considered the following evidence in reaching its conclusions:

o Exhibits; D-a and R-1 through R-7

b. Testimony of the following person: none
4. WW&#WMMMIMME?HWWM
The Detainee requested no witnesses be produced for the hearing.
mmmmwnnm&ﬁmﬂeﬁmmmﬁm
8. Discussion of Unclassified Evidence

TheTﬁhunﬂnﬁhsidmdmcfoﬂowingm!miﬁadevﬁminmakingiu
determinations:

a mmmmna-:mmmmmmmmm
of the proceeding. Exhibit R-1 is the Unclassified Summary of Evidence. While this
summmishelpﬁﬂ'mﬂmitpmvidnlbmdouﬁhcufwhlnh:Tﬁhmﬂnmnmm
su.hismtmuashwinﬁmitprwidumlmmmﬁﬁmmmporﬁng
unclassified evidence. Accordingly, the Tribuna] had to rely on the detainee’s testimony
and looked 1o classified exhikits for support of the Unclassified Sumshary of Evidence.

b.Em;idiyﬂwunlrunchuiﬁ:dwidmc:theTﬁhmﬂMm:umidcrwﬂw
demines’s testimony. A summnrized transcript of the detsinee's testimony is attached as
CSRT Decision Report Enclosure (3). In sum, the detzinee testified thar most
mmmmmmmmummymmmmm
Mﬁbdngtmmﬁunfummmﬂmmmﬁmmnhemmm
Fm:qtnmeiﬂmﬁnginmnﬂuﬁhﬁmmsmdhuvyuﬁﬂery. The detainee
mﬁﬁadﬁumprnﬁmdmhﬁmthnhemﬂﬂaihwmaﬁngmmm
that he made that admission in an attempt 10 appease his torhurers. The detainee denied
that he was associated with the Taliban, or that he ever stayed in known al-Qaida ar
Taliban guesthouses. The Tribuna! did not find the detainee’s testimony persuasive and
thus, e 1o classified sources for further clarification. T.
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MTﬁbMMmﬁdmnmﬁnchﬁﬁdeﬁdmhmmgmmm A
discussimnfthcdmiﬁedeﬁdmuisminmlom&)mthe&mbmmSm
Review Tribunal Decision Report - :
6. Comsultations with the CSRT Legal Advisor

No issues srose during the course of this hearing that required consulmtion with the
CSRT legal advisor.

7. Conclnsions of the Tribunal

Upon cereful review of all the evidence presented in this matter, the Tribunal makes the
foliowing determinations: |

. mmﬁmwmeqmliymdphyﬁcluyaplhlcdfpnﬁcipaﬁnsinthc
mﬂﬁgﬂumediulmmmﬂhulﬁwﬂuaﬁmmmdw.

b. The detaines understood the Tritunal proceedings. The detrinee asked no -
questions regarding hnnghts and actively participated in the heanng.

¢. The detainee is properly classified as an enemy combatant. Specifically, be is
ambuufmuwdmdwithd-midamdaﬁlimdwhhmnﬁm

8. Dissenting Tribenal Member®s report

Noane. The Tribunal reached s unanimous decision.
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UNCLASSIFIED SUMMARY OF BASIS FOR TRIBUNAL
DECISION

(Enclosure (1) to Combatant Status Review Tribunal Decision Report)

TRIBUNAL :
ISN #:

1. Iatroduction

As the Combatant Status Review Tribunal (CSRT) Decision Report indicates, the
Tribunal has determined that this Detainee is properly classified as an enemy combatiant
and was part of or supporting Taliban or Al Qaida forces, or associated forces that are
engaged in hostilities against the United Staes or its coalition partmers. In reaching its
conclusions, the Tribunal considered both classified and uncliassified information. The
following is an account of the unclassified evidence considered by the Tribunal and other
pertinent information. Classified evidence considered by the Tribunal is discussed in
Enclosure (2) to the CSRT Decision Report.

#20

1. Synopsis of Proceedings

The Tribunal held this hearing on 13 November 2004. The Recorder presented Exhibits
R-1 through R4 during the unclassified portion of the Tribunal. The primary exhibit, the
Unciassified Summery of Evidence (Exhibit R-1), indicates, among other things, that:
The Detamnec is & member of Al Qaida and other affilinted terrorist organizations; the
Detainee recruited individuais to attend Al Qaida run terrorist training camps in
Afghanistan; the Detainee provided money and material support to Al Qaida terrorist
training camps; and that the Detainee has received extensive trrining at Al Qaida mun.
terrorist training camps since 1993. The Detainee has been trained on the AK-47, rocket
propelled grenades (RPGs), handguns, ambush theory, detection of land mines and the
manufacture of improvised grenades; the Detaines provided support to Al Qzida terrorists
by providing shelter for their families while the Al Qaida members committed terrorist
acts; the Detainee engaged in hostile acts against the United States or its coalition
Partners; the Detainee was armed and prepared to fight on the frontlines against US and
allied forces alongside Taliban and Al Qaida fighters; the Detaines retreated to the Tora
Bora Afghanistan alang with other Taliban and Al Qaida fighters; the Detainee engaged
in these hostile actions while neither he nor his fellow fighters wore distinctive military
emblems on their clothes, nor foliowed a typical chain of command; the Detainee
provided support to Usama Bin Laden’s Al Qaida terrorist network with full knowiedge
that Bin Laden had issued a declaration of war against the United States and that the Al
Mmmmmmmdummmwmﬁmmm
citizens. The Recorder calied no witnesses. -

| mm&ﬁﬁmywmuwmmmmimmmﬁumbuml.

Homer.nnthemnrninguftheTﬁbmal,tthmimmﬁmdtumeud,ciﬁﬁg
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instructions from bis attorney. His decision is reflected on the Detamee Election Form
(Exhibit D-a), The Personal Representative presented Exhibits D-b through D-g, and
provided a summary of those exhibits that is provided at Enclosure (3) to the CSRT
Decision Report. The Personal Representstive calied no witnesses on behalf of the

Detainee,

Drring the classified session of the Tribunal, the Recorder presented Exhibits R-3
through R-27 withowt comment. The Personal Represantative preseated Exhibit D-h and
provided & brief explanation. After considering all of the classified and unclassified
evidence, the Tribunal determined that the Detainee is properly classified as an enemy
combatant. '

3. Evidence Considered by the Tribunal
The Tribumal considered the following evidence in reaching its conelusions:
a. Exhibits: R~1 througk R-27, and D-a through I+-h

b. Testimony of the following persons: None. But, the Detainee did provide &
witness stetement, which was submitted by the Personal Representative as Exhibit D-g.

¢. Swom statement of the Detaines; None. But, the Detaines did provide &
statementt, which was submitted by the Personal Representative.as Exhibit D-c.

4. Rulings by the Tribunal on Detsines Requests for Evidence or Witnesses
The Detainee requested the following witnesses:

a. Shahid Abassi. This request was dented on the ground that the witness was not
reasonably gvailable, The Detainee did not provide enough deteil regarding the witness’
whereabouts to enable U.S. and Pakistani suthorities to locate the witness, See page 1 of
Ezclosure (5) to the CSRT Decision Report.

b. His wife, (EMIINod his wise, QUSRI 104 Abdul Wahid. The
witness request for these United Kingdom residents was approvad by the Tribunal
President. The Department of State and United Kingdom authorities did successfuily
contact the witnesses. However, the witnesses failed to reply to the U.S. Embassy in the
UK. on whether they would make themselves avaijable for the hearing The witnesses
did not appear at the hearing or provide written statements. See pages 1 and 2 of
Enclosure (5) to the CSRT Decision Report,

c. A Sudanese in charge of inj . The Tribupal was able to
identify this individual as i Detainee imterviewed by the Personal
Representative. Detaines ined to participate 1n the hearing as & witness, buthe
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did agree to submit a statement, which wes accepted as Exhibit D-f See page 2 of
Enclosure (5) to the CSRT Decision Report.

d. Patrick Hamilton and The Detzinee requested these individuals for
the purpose of verifying that at oné point he, the Detainee, was classified es a prisoner of
war, Ths tequest was originafly spproved. However, upon consultation with the legal
adviser end further refiection, the Tribungl President concluded that the witnesses were
not relevant, and so the request was disapproved. The information that the witnesses
were to provide was determined to be trelevant because the fact, if established, that the
Detaines was at one time classified as a prisoner of war is not genmane to the question
before the Tribunal namely whether the Detainze was part of or supporting Taliban or Al
Quida forces, or associsted forces that are engaged in hostilities against the Unsted States
or its coalition partners, See pages 2 and 3 of Enclosure (5) to the CSRT Decision

Report.

e. The Tribimal Presidest made a dstermination that security
considerations preclngs this witness® presence at the hearing. Therefore, the witness
request was denied on the ground that the witness was not reasonably available.

Prior 1o the bearing, the Detainee requested that a statement from los attorney be
submitted &s evidence, During the bearing, the Detainee, through his Personal
Representative, submitted documents from two of his attorneys. These documents are the
aﬁdawmdamﬁhedmpmgmphshheinw See alsp page 2 of Enclosure (5) to the
CSRTDmonRaport

The Detaines did request from the Tribunal prior to the hearing a definition of Al Qaida
and a list of associzied forces, as that phrase is used in Exhibit R~1, the Unclassified
Summary of Evidence. Responsive answers to both inguiries were provided to the
Detainee through his Personal Representative prior to the scheduled bearing date. See
pages 1, 4 and 5 of Enclosare (5) to the CSRT Decision Report.

The Detainee requested from the Trxbunal prior to the hearing that he be administered a ;
polygraph as & means of bolstering his claim of innocence. The Tribunal President ‘
concluded that she did not have the authority to grant such a request, as there are no
polygraphers attached to the Tribunals. Morsover, given the nature of polygrephy,
especially in 8 cross-cultural setting such as this, the Tribunal doubted the helpfulness of
such an examination, sven if it were to show no deception to relevant questions. The
Tribunaj preferred instead to rely upon the tastimony of the Detainee, were he to offer
any, and the doctments submitted by the Recorder and the Personal Representative, |
Therefore, the reqnest was denied. See page 2 of Enclosure (5) 1o the CSRT Decision g

Report.
5. Discussion of Unclassified Evidence . ISR R

- W

= r o - - emm
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m“mwmwwmmmmmmmmm
determinations:

a. The Recorder offered Exhibits R-1 through R4 into evidence duzing the
unclassified portion of the proceeding. Exhibit R-1 is the Unclassified Summary of
Evidence. While this summary is helpful in that it provides a broad outline of what the
T:ibuna.l-u:peatom it is not persuasive in that it provides conclusory statements
without supporting unclassified evidepce. Exhibits R-2 and R-3 are effidavits submitted
by the Detainee*s two attorneys to the U.S. District Court for the Distriot of Columbia
discussing aspects of the attormeys' representation of the Detainee. Exhibit R-4 15 the
Government's motion to consolidate various habeas corpus petitions from individuals
being detained by the U.S.. Exhibits R-2 through R-4 did not provide information hejpful
to the Tribunat on the question of whether this Detaines meets the definition of 2n enemy
combatant. Accordingly, the Tribunal had to loak to other evidence to support the
assertions in the Unclassified Suxamary of Evidence and the Tribunal’s conclusions.

b. Aspoied in paragreph 2, above, the Datainee, throvgh his Personal
Representative, submitted Exhibjts D-b through D-g in the unclassified session. Exhibit
D-b is a letter to the Detainee from his lswyer. Exhibit D-c is the Detainee’s babeas
carpus petition. Exhibit D-d is & letter from Depiity Assistant General Thomas R. Lee to
the Senior Judge of the Washington D.C. federal district court providing his estimate of
the time frame in which the CSRT process conld be completed. Exhibit D-fis a copy of
the Third Geneva Convention. While valuable to the Tribunal genesally, Exhibits D¢,
D-d and D-f were not directiy relevant o the igsue before the Tribumal

c. As noted, Exhibif D-e is the Detainee’s statement. Much of that exhibit is also
dedicated to the discussion of 1ssues outside the scope of the Tribunal's inquiry,
However, the Detainee did emphetically and at length deny the allegations contained in
paragraph 3 of Exhjbit R-1, the Unclassifisd Summary of Evidence. The Tribumal
accepted the Detainee’s statements as an acknowledgement that he hed some
involvement with a number of terrarists and terrorist training camps, including providing
fnancial support, but otherwise found the Detainee’s testimony unpersuasive when
_ considered in conjunction with the classified evidence.  The Tribunal did note the
Detainee’s assartion that he signed a statement under duress, but also poted that the
Detaines acknowiedges that he was afforded an opportunity to edit that statement.

d. Exhibit D-fis a statement by
discussed above, the Detainee had requested
Personel Representative advised the Tribnnal {oat Detaines
mcmasammabmdtdag:utnmhmjtam

ersonal Remmntnhve

further Tribunal that the statement is written by the translator, documenting
Deteinee’ al statements. The picture on the Exhibit is that of
Detainee
6. Consuitations with the CSRT Legal Advisor
UNCLASSIFIED//FOUO ISN
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The Tribunal consulted the CSRT Assistant Legal Advisor regarding the Detainee’s
aliegations made in his statement that he witnessed individuals in custody being abused,
and that he was sbused, or at least threatened with abuse, as well (see Exhibit D-¢). As
per instructions, the OARDEC Forward Chief of Staff and the OARDEC Liaison to the
Criminal Investigation Task Force and JTF-GTMO were notified of the matters on 15

November 2004. This information had previously been passed to the OARDEC haison
on 23 September. 2004. ‘

7. Conclusions of the Tribunal

Upnnmful review of all the evidence presented in this matter, the Tribunal makes the
following determinations:

8. The Detaines chose not to participate in the Tribunal proceeding. No evidence
was produced that caused the Tribunal to question whether the Detainee was mentally

and physically capable of participating in the proceeding, bhad he wanted to do so.
Accordingly, no medical or mental health evelustion was requested or desmed necessary.

b. As indicated in Exhibit D-a, the Detaines made a conscious decision not to
attend his pre-Tribunal interview session with the Personal Representative. Accordingly,
the Tribunal finds the Detainee made a knowing, inteliigent and voluntary decision not to
participats in the Tnbunal process.

¢. The Detainee is properly classified as an enemy combatant because he was part
of or supporting Taliban or Al Qaida forces, nrmﬂedfomthntmmgagedm
hostilities against the United States or its coalition partners.
8. Dissenting Tribunal Member’s report

None. The Tribunal reached a unanimous decision.

ly submitted

Tribunal Pmdun
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UNCLASSIFIED SUMMARY OF BASIS FOR TRIBUNAL
DECISION

(Enclosare (1) to Combatant Status Review Tribupal Decision Report)

TRIBUNAL P : #6

1SN #:

1. Introduction

As the Combatant Status Review Tribunal (CSRT) Decision Report indicates the
Tribuna! has determined that this detainee is properly classified as an enemy combatant
and was part of or supporting Al Qaida forces, or associated forces that are engaged in
hostilities against the United States or its coalition parmers. In reaching its conclusions,
the Tribunal considered both classified and unclassified information. The foliowing is an
account of the unclassified evidence considered by-the Tribunal and other pertinent
information. Classified evidence considered by the Tribunal is discussed in Enclosure (2)
to the CSRT Decision Repont. ,

2. Synopsis of Proceedings

The Tritunal commenced this hearing on 20 September 2004. The Recorder presented
Exhibits R-1 through R-5 during the unclassified portion of the Teibunal. The primary
exhibit, the Unclassified Summary of Evidence (Exhibit R-1), indicates, among other
things, that the detainee: admits traveling to Afghanistan prior to the attacks of 11
September 11 2001, where he stayed at a known Al Qaide safehouse in Kandahar,
Afghanistan, which was run by a highly placed Al Qzida operstive; admits residing in
another safe house in Kabul, Afghsnistan, where the number of guests and the amount of
activity significantly increased just prior to the attecks of 11 September 2001; admits
having knowledge of the 11 September 2001 attacks prior 1o their occuzrence; admits he
conducted surveillance of buildings, hospitais and schools with another detaines; admits
he assisied with the ransfer of chemical weapons at 8 compound near Kabul; states he
trained several of the 11 September 2001 hijackers in martial arts and had planned to
hijack a plane himself; and, was captured along with two German Muslims in Pakistan by
Pakistan: authorities. The Recorder called no witnesses.

The detainee chose not to attend the Tribunal as reflected in the Detaines Election Form
(Exh_ibit‘D-a); however, he did ask the Personal Representative 1o tell the Tribunal that:
noﬂ!mgmﬂwUnclnsiﬁedSmuynvaidenuismh:mkidep:dﬁum
?Fhmn:nkenmEgypgthmbmugh:mGumunmnBay;aﬂoﬂheinfnrmnﬁnnh:hns
qmmmm&W%ﬁMWMwml?&ptMZWm
giver under duress and torture; ke has bees tortured since being captured and has
fcporwdﬂntﬁammehmﬁnnﬂmmmimufmm&m;mdhewuuldmﬂ
imerrogators what they wanted to bear because he was in fear. :
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During the classified session of the Tribunal, the Recorder presented Exhibits R-6
through R-19. The Personal Representative presented no classified evidence. Both the
Recorder and the Personal Representative commenteg on the classified exhibits.

While the Tribunal was resding the classified exhibits, the Tribunal received instructions
from the Office for the Administrative Review of the Detention of Enemy Combatants in
Washingion, D.C., to recess the Tribunal until further notice, The Tribunal was
subsequently instructed to reconvene on 22 September 2004, which it did  When the
Tribunal reconvened its clessified session, the Recorder introduced into evidence the
second page of Exhibit R-10, which had inadvenently not been included with the onginal
exhibit. The Tribunal then completed reading all of the classified exhibits and closed for
deliberations. The Tribunal considered both the unclassified and classified exhibits and
the detainee’s comments made through the Personat Representative in reaching its
decision.

3. Evidence Considered by ¢the Tribunal
The Tribunal considered the following evidence in reaching its conclusions:
8. Exhibits: R-] through R-19 and D-a.
b. Tesumony of the following persons: Noue.
¢. Unswormn Statement of the detainee (through the Personal Representative):
See Enclosure (3) to the CSRT Decision Report. |
4. Rulings by the Tribunal on Detainee Requests for Evidence or Witnesses
The Detainee requested no additional evidence be produced.
5. Discussion of Unciassified Evidence

The recorder offered Exhibits R-1 through R-5 into evidence during the unclassified
portion of the proceeding. Exhibit R-] is the Unclassified Summary of Evidence. While
this summary is helpful'in that it provides & broad outline of what the Tribunal can expect
to sce, it 18 not persuasive in that it provides conclusory statements without supporting
unciassificd evidence, Exchibit R-2 (the FBI redaction certification), and Exhibits R-3 and
R4 (documents relating to the detainee’s pending Habeas petition), provided no usable
cvidence. Exhibit R-5, an excerpt from the Terrorist Organizmion Referenice Guide,
provided useful information on the Hizballah and Lashkar-e-Tayyiba temrorist/terrorist
support groups. Because there was no other unclassified evidence for the Tribunal 1o
consider other than the Personal Representative’s denials on behalf of the detsines of the

UNCLASSIFIED/FOUO ISN
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asszrtions on the Unclassified Summary of Evidence, the Tribunal had to look to the
classified exhibits to support the assertions on the Unciassited Summary of Evidence and
the Tribunal's conclusions. A discussion of the classified evidence is found in Enclosure
(2) to the Combatant Status Review Tribunal Decision Report.

6. Consuaitations with the CSRT Legsl Advisor

a When the CSRT Decision Report was being prepared, the Tribunal realized
that the Reporter who recorded the proceeding on 20 September 2004 was not the same
Reponer who recorded the procesding on 22 September, and as a result, had not been
sworfi. _Accordingly, on 23 September 2004, the Tribunal reconvened for the sole
purpose of swearing the Reporter with respect to the classified proceedings of the
previous day. The Trilumal members, the Personal Representative, and the Recorder
were present. No further corrective action was required.

b. Because the Personal Representative's comments on behalf of the detainee
allege that he has been tortured {see Enclosure (3) to the CSRT Decision Report and
Exhibit R-10), the Tribunal notified the CSRT Assistant Legal Advisor. As per
instructions, the QARDEC Liaison to the Crimina! Investigation Task Force and JTF-
GTMO was also notified of the matter on 22 September 2004.

7. Conclusions of the Tribunal

Upon careful review of all the evidence presented in this matter, the Tribunal makes the
following determinations:

& The detainee chose not to participate in the Tribunal proceeding. No evidence
was produced that caused the Tribunal to guestion whether the detaines was mentally and
physically capable of participating in the proceeding, had he wanted to do sa.
A:cordmgly,nnmed:ulurmmmlhwthwﬂmmnwmmdmdﬂmedmmm.

b. The Personal Representative informed the Tribunal that the detainee
understood the Tribunal process, but chose not to participate, as indicated in Exhibit D-a.

c. Thcdﬂumeeupmperly:hmﬁedasmmycnmhmbenusehcmpm
of or supporting Al Qaida forces, or associated forces that are engaged in hostilities
agnnﬂtheUmtedStnl:}surntsmhtmnparﬂ:m

UNCLASSIFIED/FOUO isvi
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8. Dissenting Tribunal Member's report

None. The Tribunal reached a vnanimous decision.
Respectfully submitted,

£, U, Ay
Tribunal President

UNCLASSIFIED//FOUO
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UNCLASSIFIED SUMMARY OF BASIS FOR TRIBUNAL
DECISION

(Enclosore (1) to Combatant Status Review Tribunal Decision Report)

TRIBUNAL P
ISN #:

#13

1. Intmduci:ion

As thie Combatant Status Review Tribunal (CSRT) Decision Report indicates, the
Tribynal has determined that this detainee is properly classified as an enemy combatan:
and is a member of, or affiliated with, al Qaida. In reaching its conclusions, the Tribunal
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following is an account of
the unclassified evidence considered by the Tribunal and other pertinent informanon.
Classified evidence considersd by the Tribunal is discussed in Enclosure (2) 10 the CSRT
Decision Report.

2. Synopsis of Proceedings

The unclassified evidence presented to the Tribunal by the Recorder indicated that the
Detainee attended a] Qaida's al Faroug camp in Afghanistan in 2000. The Detainee
appeared in an al Qaida movie about the USS Cole bombing and attended 2 passpori-
forging class paid for by al Qaida. The Detainee received weapons wraining at al Qaida’s
al Ghuraba carfip and attended counterintslligence training in Kabul, Afghanistan. The
Detainee was captured with a Makhab al-Khidmat-inscribed Quran. Makhab al-Khidmat
is a terrorist organization. The Detainer chose 1o participate in the Tribunal process. He
did not request any witnesses or any documentary evidence. The Detainee made a swom
statement with the help of his Personal Representative and responded to the Tribunal's
questions. The Detinee, in his verbal statement, denied all of the aliegations and denied

 being associated with al Qaida or the Makhab al-Khidmat

3. Evidence Considered by the Tribunal

The Tribunal considered the following evidence m reaching its conclusions:
a. Exhibits: D-2 and R-1 through R-24.
b. Testimony-of the following persons: N/A

¢. Swom statement of the detainee.

UNCLASSIFIED//FOUO sx 3B
Enctosure (1)
Pape 1 of 3
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4. Rufings by the Tribunsl on Detainee Requests for Evidence or Wimesu;

The Detainee requested that no witnesses be produced for the heanneg. 'I'i?e Detzinee
requested no additional evidence be produced. As such the Tribunal Prq:sﬁ:m did no:
nesd to make any determinations as to relevance and reascnable availability.

% Discussion of Unclassified Evidence

The Tribunal considered the following unclassified evidence in making its
determinations:

" & The recorder offered Exhibits R-1 and R-2 into evidence during the
unclassified postion of the procesding. Exhibit R-] 1s the Unclassified Summary of
Evidence. While this summary is helpful in that it provides 2 broad outline of what the
Tribunal can expect 10 see, it is not persuasive in that it provides conclusory SIAICIEns
without supporting uncassified evidence. Exhibit R-2 provided no ussble evidence.
Accordingly, the Tribunal had to look 1o classified exhibits for support of the
Unclassified Summary of Evidence.

b. Essentially the only unclassified evidence the Tribunal had to consider was the
Detainee’s sworn statement and his responses to the Tribunal’s guestions. A summanzed
transcript of the Detainee’s swom testimony is attached as CSRT Decision Report
Enclosure (3) and the written stziement of the Detainee as Exhibit D-B. In sum, the
Detainee testified thas the unclassified summary ajlegations were not true. He never
attended training at al Farouq camp, did not appear in an al Qaida movie, and did not
attend & passport-forging class. The Detainee indicated that Abu Zabaydah made all of
these allegations. The Detainee claimed that he did not know Abu Zabaydsh and that all

 his alisgations were obtained under tormre. Additionally, the Deteinee claimed that he

never received weapons training at the al Farouq or al Ghuraba camp. He stated that al
Ghuraba belonged to another group. As to the allcgation of receiving countenintelligence

who was captured with him in Pakistan was tortured and that he made this statement
about the Detainee under duress and therefore it was not accurate. The Detainee denied
being affiliated with Makhab al-Khidmat. As to the copy of the Quran that he had, he
claimed that he was kidnapped and that it was given to him while he was being held for
ransom. He further stated that this was s humanitarian organization and that it dissoived
about 15 years ago. The Deteinee further added that he had waveled to Afghanistan 1o
visit his brother. He lived with his brother for approximately 1 1/2 years, studying the
Quran and Shari (Islamic Law). |

The Tribunaj also relied on certain classified evidence in reaching its decision. A

discussion of the classified evidence is found in Enclosure {2) 10 the Combatant Status
Review Tribunal Decision Report.

UNCLASSIFIED/FOUQ | :su-]
Enclosure {1)
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7 Conclusions of the Tribunal

Upon careful review of ali the evidence presented in this maiter, the Tribunal makes the
following deteruinations:

a. The deminee was mentally and physically capable of participating in the
prncaaedmg, No medical or mental health evaluation was desmed necessary.

b. The detaines understood t‘nc'I'nbtm.lpromedmgs He asked no qutmn:ns
::gardmg his rights and actively participated in the heanng.

& Thedetmneuspmpeﬂy:lasslﬁadnsmmmycumhammandmamemberuf
or affiliated with, at Qaida.

8. Dissenting Tribunal Member’s report

None, The Tribunal reachesd a unanimous decision.

Respectfully submitted,

Colonel, U.S. Amy
Tribunal Presidemt

UNCLASSIFIED/FOUO .
Encloswe (1)
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UNCLASSIFIED SUMMARY OF BASIS FOR TRIBUNAL
DECISION

(Enclosure (1) to Combatent Status Review Tribuns] Decision Report)

TRIBUNAL S ¥

ISN #:

1. Introduction

As the Combatant Starus Review Tribunal Decision Report indicates, the Tribunal has
dcterminedtlmﬁisdmineeispmpeﬂyclusiﬁedasmmy combatant: and is a
member of, or affiliated with, associated forces that are engaged i3 hostilities against the
United States or it coalition parmers. In reaching its conclusions, the Tribumal considered
both classified and unclassified information. The following is an account of the
unclassified evidence considered by the Tribuna), Any classified evidence considered by
the Tribunal is discussed in Encliosure (2) to the Combatant Status Review Tribunal
Decision Report

2. Synopsis of Proceedings
The unclassified cvidence presented to the Tribunal 0y the Recorder indicated that the

Detainee is a member of . The Detaines was captured
'in the company o Pacha Khan, a renegade Pashtun
Commander, has m:litary operations against the Afghan Transitional

Administation (ATA) and coalition forces, The Detainee claims 1o have worked asfi]

house in Khowst, Afghanistan op 20 September 2002, attempting to elude capture by
hiding with a group of women_

proceeding, '!'h: Ifmillw:, ip s oral swatement, denied being a Taliban member. The
Tribunal President’s evidentiary and witness rulings are expiained below.

UNCLASSIFIED/FOUO | ISN
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3. Evidence Considered by the Tribung)
The Tribunal considered the following evidence in reaching its conclusions:
2. Exhibits: D-a through D¢, R-1 through R-36
b. T:sﬁ:i:ony of the following persons:

¢. Sworm statement of the detuinee.
4. Rulings by the Tribunal cn Detainee Regquests for Evidence or Wimesses
Th:D;ta_inurequestedthz following witnesses be produced for the hearing:
Witness Presidént’s Decision | Testified?

reasonably svailabie yes®

reasonably avaiiable yes**
* The Detaine witness could testify to the fact that the Detajnee
vore o e
mmmmwmmw As such the original assigned

Tribunal President determined that this witness request would be relevant to the
Detainee’s case. Due t0 cross-camp restrictions, this witness’ testimony had to be
submitted in writing and was submitted in evidence as Exhibit D-b.

** The Detaince proffered that this witness could testify that the Detainee did not run or
know of Karim’s safehoyse for explosives making. As such the original assigned
Tribunal President determined that this witness request would be relevant to the
Detainee’s case. Due to CTOsSsS-camp restrictions, this witness® testimony had to be
submitted in writing and was submitted in evidence as Exhibit D.c. 3

The Dewinee requested the foliowing additional evidencs be produced:

Evidence President’s Decision Produced?
Pocket Liter Not reasonsbiy available no*
Hazeree papers (Emplo}rmmi not reasonably available no**
Documents) from Neationa] -

Directorate of Security

31202

NOV00137
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documentation is not reasonably available. However, in lieu of the actual documents, the
Personal Representative submitted the inventory and summary 10 the Tribunal

*¢ The Detainee proffered that these documnenms requested for the peniod from January
2002 to September 2002 would prove that the Detaines worked for the National
Direcrorate of Security (NDS). As such the original assigned Tribunal President
determined that this information conld be relevant and made a request to obtain this
document. In accordance with standard procedures, the request was sent to the U.S.
Department of Staic on 28 December 2004 with a follow-up on 10 Januzry 05. To date,
the Department of State has indicated they have had no response back from the Foreign
Embassy. As such, the Tribunal President determined that based on the attempt to locate
undthehnknfmpunse,th:sdocummwunntumbiymhhlc

£. Discassion of Uncliassified Evidence

The Tribunal mdemdﬂ:efo]lomng unclagsified evidence in making its
determinations:

8. The recorder offered Exhibits R-} and R-2 into evidence during the
unclassified portion of the proceeding. Exhibit R-1 is the Unslassified Summary of
Evidence. While this summary is heipful in that it provides a broad outline of what the
Tribunal can expect to see, it is not persuasive in that it provides conclusory statements
without supporting unclassified evidence. Exhibit R-2 provided no usable svidence.
Accordingly, the Tribunal had 1o Jook to classified exhibits for support of the
Unclassified Summary of Evidence. - |

b. The Tribunal considered the Detainee’s sworn testimony and the written
documents submitted by the Detainee. A summarized transcript of the Detainee's sworn
testimony is attached as CSRT Decision Report Eaciosure (3). In sum, the Detaines

stated that he was not a Taliban member; mfam,h:hadmvcralhmtsopcnl}fdeﬁcdﬁzc
Taliban govermment which resulted in severe nen. he Detaine

through work and prayer. He did not
thnt.heTahbanfcll theDetmmemukedtu to
fnrlthatlanalSmm Division

lheymt;ld-heahleluﬁmﬁon. The Detainee aiso stateq that they were a salgry
fml:fmgulnrbaszs,dﬂmughhﬂadmﬂmdthatafewnf&apaymmw?ﬁmle jate. o

UNCLASSIFIED/FOUO s~ I
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c. Statements from two in-camyp witesses,
provided by the Personal Representative as Exhibit

d. The Detainze made an aliegation of physical mistreatment while he was in
detention in Afghanistan at the hands of his U.S. captors. The Tribuna) President made
inquiry of the Detainee to note his statements about such alleged mistreatment. The
Tribunat President hes caused these allegations to be reported to the chain of command.

The Tribunal also relied on certain classified evidence in reaching its decision. A
discussion of the classified evidence is found in Enclosure (2) to the Combatant Status
Review Tribunal Decision Report.

é. Cun;nltltinu with the CSRT Legal Advisor

No issues argse during the course of this hearing that required consultation with the
CSRT legal advisor.

7. Conclasions of the Tribanal

Upon careful review of all the evidence presented in this matter, the Tribunal makes the
following determinations:

8. The Detainee was mentally and physically capabie of participating in the
proceeding. No medical or mental health evaluation was deemed appropriate.

b. The Detaines understood the Tribunal proceedings. He asked no questions
regarding his rights and actively participated in the hearing.

€. 'l'ht.DMnufispmpeﬂyclusi.ﬁedemy combatant and is 8 member of,
urafﬁ]medmd:mmdfamthntmmgedinhnsﬁliﬁuagninﬂﬁwUm'mdStues
cr its collation partmers.

8. Disseating Tribunal Member's Report

None. The Tribunal reached a unanimous decision.

Respectfully submitted, . |

o, ¥
Tribunal President

UNCLASSIFIED/FOUO sn
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Pege 4 of 4

31204

NOV(00139




i 15 .

UNCLASSIFIED/FOUO

UNCLASSIFIED SUMMARY OF BASIS FOR TRIBUNAL DECISION

{Enclosare (1) to Combatant Status Review Tribunal Decisipn Report)

TRIBUNALPANEL: ____ #26
ISN #:

1. Introduction

As the Combatant Status Review Tribunal (CSRT) Decision Report indicates, the Tribunal has
determined that-this detainee is properly classified as an enemy combatant and is a member of, or
affiliated with, the Taliban. In reaching its conclusions, the Tribunai considered both classified
and unciassified information. The following is an account of the unclassified evidence
considered by the Tribunai and other pertinent information. Classified evidence considered by
the Tribunal is discussed in Enclosure (2) to the CSRT Decision Report.

2. Synopsis of Proceedings

The Tribunal held this hearing on 17 December 2004. The Recorder presented Exhibit R-1
during the unclassified portion of the Tribunal. That Exhibit, the Unclassified Summary of
Evidence, indicates, among other things, that: the detainee is associated with the Taliban; the
detainee engaged in hostilities against the United States or its coalition partners; the detainee was
part of a group that attacked the Shkin firebase with AK-47 rifles, PK machine guns, grenades,
and rocket-propelied grenade launchers; and the detainee was armed for this attack with grenades
and an AK-47 rifle.” The Reconder called no wimesses. |

The detaince participated actively in the Tribunal proceedings. He began by responding to each
of the aliegations on the Unclassified Summary of Evidence and answered questions from the
Personal Representative and the Tribunal members. The datainee’s swom testimony and his
answers 1o the questions posed to him are summarized in Enclosure (3) to the CSRT Decision

The detainee calied one witness, The Tribumal President ruled that the
requested witness not reasonably available, and that sitemative means of producing the witness’s
testimony were 850 oot reasonably available. The detainee presented no other evidence nor
requested any document be produced. The Tribunal President's evidentiary and witness rulings
are explained in paragraph 4, below.,

!)m'u?g the classified session of the Tribunal, the Recorder presented Exhibits R-2 through R-11,
:depufylng those exhibits that directly addressed the allegations in the Unclassified Summary of
~ Evidence and those that provided amplifying information. The Personal Representative neither
presented classified documents nor commented on the classified evidence.

After considering all of the classified and unclassified evidence, the Tribunal determined that the
dewinee is properly classified as an enemy combatant, :

UNCLASSIFIED/FOUO
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3. Evideace Considered by the Tribunal
The Tribunal considered the following evidence in reaching its conclusions:

a. Exhibits: D-a and R-] through R-11.

b. Swom statement of the detainee:

See Enclosure (3) to the CSRT Decision Report.

4. Rulings by the Tribunal on Detainee Reqaests for Evidence or Witmesses
The Detainee requested the following witnesses be produced for the hesring:
Wimess President's Decision Testified?

- not reasonably available zo*®

* The Tribunal President explained to the detainee, on the record, that he had determined this
witness’ testimony would be relevant, and asked the U.S. Government attempt to produce him.
The CSRT legal advisor then used standard CSRT procedures 10 request that the U.S.
Department of State attempt to contact this individual through the Government. The
Deparment of State subsequently informed the CSRT legal advisor that they had mede a formal

' 004 to the Government of to locare tihis individual.
The Government of did not respond to the request. Later, when it was ieamned the
witness is actually a national, the CSRT legal advisor again used standard CSRT
%m&aUS.Wmemmmmmmtﬁs individual through the
ob

vernment. The Department of State subsequently informhed the CSRT legal advisor
2004 that they did not have sufficient information on the witness requested to
locate him {see enclosure §). Moreover, no individual with the name the detainee provided was
in U.S. custody. Therefore, lacking sufficient information to locate the requested witness, the
Tribunal President ruled that this witness not reasonably available,

The detainee requested no additional evidence be produced.
5. Discussion of Unclassified Evidence
The Tribunal considered the following unclassified evidence in making its determinations:

8. The ret_:ordtr offered Exhibit R-1 into evidence during the unclassified portion of the
procead_mg E:thbﬁ R-1 is the Unclassified Summary of Evidence. While this summary is
helpﬁﬂ}nt!:ltnpfuvideelhnadnuﬂine of what the Tribunal can expect to see, it is not
persuasive in that n'provides conclusory statements without supporting unclassified evidence.
Accordingly, the Tribunal had to look to classified exhibits and to the detainee’s statement for
support for the Unclassified Summary of Evidence.

UNCLASSIFIED/FOUO ISN
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b. Essentially the only unclassified evidence the Tribunal had to consider was the
detainee’s swom testimony. A summarized transenpt of the detanee's sworn testimony s
attached as CSRT Decision Report Enclosure (3). in sum, the detainee testified that he was

tricked into joining a that engaged in an attack ngainst the Shkin firebase. He stated he
mﬂhﬁ sah, who invited him to a different Madrassah in Pakistan.
He waited several weeks for, to arrive, and eventually 8 man he had not met before called
his name and said to join him. He got into a truck with several other people, and drove into
Afghanistan. On the way, he learned the group had weapons with them. They asked the
detaines to take & bag of bullets and grenades with him. The detainee stated he waited at the
bortom of 2 hill, whil others launched a rocket attack against 8 target from the top of
the hill. Everyone in the attacking party ran, but the detainee got separated from the group, |
leaving him with the bag of bullets and prenades. He found some Afghan soldiers, and told them

everything. U.S. personnel approached him, and took him into custody.

The Tribunal aiso relied on certain classified evidence in reaching its decision. A discussion of
the classified evidence is found in Enclosure (2) to the Combatant Status Review Tribunal
Decision Report :

6. Consaltations with the CSRT Legal Advisor

The CSRT Assistant Legal Advisor was consulted regarding the witness issue discussed above.

The Tribunaj consulted the CSRT Asgistant Legel Advisor regarding aliegations made by the
detainee in his testimony that U.S, personnel bad physically abused him in & U.S. facility in
Bagram, Afghanistan. The QARDEC Forward Officer in Charge and the OARDEC Liaison to
the Criminal Investigation Task Force were notified of the matters on 17 December 2004.

1. Conclusions of the Tribueal

Upon careful review of all the evidence presented in this matier, the Tribunal makes the
foliowing determinations:

a. The detaines was mentally and physically capeble of participating i the pmceeding. |
Hu medical or mental heaith evaluation was deemed necessary.

b. The detainee understood the Tribunal proceedings. He indicated that he understood
the procecdings, fully participated in his hearing, asked relevant questions, and provided helpful
information during his swomn statement. .

& The detainee is properly classified as an eneIny combatant and is.a menmtber of, or
affiliated with, the Taliban, -

UNCLASSIFIED//FOUO ISN
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8. Dissesting Tribunial Member's Report

None. The Tribunal reached s yunanirnous degision.

Respectfully submitted,

Tribunal President

UNCLASSIFTIED//FOU0
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UNCLASSIFIED SUMMARY OF BASIS FOR TRIBUNAL
- ' DECISION L

(Enclosure (1) to Combatant Statns Review Tribunal Declsion Report)

TRIBUNAL PANEL: __
ISN# ____ 89

1. Introduction

mpmqummmfspmpoﬁﬁmmn&aDm&eﬂymwmpmm-
Qaeda throngh bis ections. m'miniﬁalmluﬂmﬂ;eDﬂﬁmchusutGpmﬁcipmin
the Tribunal process. He did not request any witnesses be produced on his behalf The
Mmﬁemm“mmmhwﬁchhsdmiaﬁh&ngaﬂghm'umﬂﬂ
being 2 member or supporter of Al-Qasda or the Taliban, |

3. Evidence Considered by the Tribunai

ISN #2892 |
Enclosure (1) '
Page 1 of3
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5. Discussion of Unclassified Evidence

| TheTn'bmﬂfomdthafoﬂowingmdassiﬁedﬁddmcepmveh-maﬁngim _
determinations: Exhibits R-2 (21 Feb 03) and R-3 (13 Mar 03), respectively, Exhibit R-
z.inpurhnmtpnrt,mdicatesﬂ;atthc Detainee admitted, after an initial reluctance, .
iving fre Int raining camp in Afghanistan for 10 days.
This traiing melinded instroction on the K ashnikov rifle, heavy artillery, and some type
H_gi Weapon Upun’bdngquﬁﬁnmdﬂ:rﬁmabomhiammnﬁformmding
Ining camp, the Detainee could not provide an answer. Exhibit R-3
provides-a detailed of the Detainee’s account of how he got 10 Afghznistan
(though his assertion of never having heard any discussion of “jihad” while studying at
mwmmmmmismmmﬁmmemﬁmmgmm
in 2000-2001). The Tribunal notes that the Detzinee also denies being a member of Al-
Qaeda in Exhibit R-3. . -

In reviewing the evidence, the Tribunal was guided by Peragraph G-11 of Bhclosure (b),
“and assigned a rebuttable presumption of genuineness and accuracy to the Govemment

Evidence. - -

The Tribunal found the following unclassified evidence unpersasive in making its
deteyminations: ﬂ;ebcmim'sswummw(ﬂmthnnghduﬁngdeﬁbmﬂmthn

meMineemeﬂhrbhmtnmakeuwnmmm He claimed that be was
mmmmymﬁngtheadmisﬁmufmﬂimmhﬁng(asmﬂwudhmw
R-2) while being questioned in Afghenistan. He claimed that this information should
hmfebnminhisﬁla(itwasnmmmtinmyinfumaﬁonmhmiﬁedbﬁmmm. He

bmmscheﬂmughthewnuld-bethedinCHbaasﬁchadbminAfghm The

- -demineedﬁmedmhwcﬁmmcd"theinfmaﬁmpmﬁdednsmﬂmhmmmz
andR-Salﬂ:oughthmwns‘nueﬁdmcapresm;tbdthathchadmadennyaﬂ:mpttndosu

since February or March 2003.. | |

NOvV00145
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not supposed to be provided to the Tribunal during fthe wuclassified portion of the -
hearing, the Tribunal inquired &s to whether the information really was classified Upon
review of Exhibit R-2, the Tribunal President noted that the information referenced in
~ paragraph 3a3 was actually contained in R-2, an unclassified exhibit. The Tribunal
Pmsidmnthmfomﬁuundﬁmﬁeinfoma&nnmfumcadinpmgnphSaSwummﬂy
unclassified, and therefore no fmproper rejease of. classified information had occurred.
nenwugﬂmmmmmmmmmmambmm
reconvene on the recard to resolve the issue, The Tribunal did so (in & closed session, 2s
the discussion concerned classified information) and clarified this matter on the record.

7. Conclusions of the Tribunal

Upon careful review of all the evidence presentad in this mater, the Tribunal makes the
- following determinations: , ' S

. ’a Ths detainee was mentally and physically capsbie of participating in the- |
proceeding, Nnmmmmmmmmwﬁmwm. |
b, The detzines understood the Tribunal procéedings. He asked questions
mmﬁngﬁsﬁgh@,@pwﬁnﬁsﬂ&dwimﬁempmﬁdod-byﬁcmm
President, and otherwisc actively participated in the hearing.
‘ m'mmmmlywﬂﬁjmm-
8. Dissenting Tribunal Member’s report B
None. The Tribunal reached a unanimous decision

- ISN #892
Encloquze (1)
Page 3 of 3
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UNCLASSIFIED SUMMARY OF BASIS FOR TRIBUNAL
DECISION

(Enclosure (1) to Combatant Sﬁtﬂs Review Tribunal Decision Report)

#7

il

TRIBUNALP
ISN #:;

1. Introdnction

As the Combatant Status Review Tribunal (CSRT) Decision Report indicates, the
Tribunal has determined that this detainee is properly classified as an enemy combatant
and was part of or supporting Taliban forces, or associated forces that are engaged in
hostilitics against the United States or its coalition pantners. In reaching its conclusions,
the Tnbunal cons:dered both classified and unclassified information. The following is an
account of the unclassified evidence considered by the Tribunal and other pertinent
information. Classified evidence considered by the Tribunal is discussed in Enciosure (2)
to the CSRT Decision Report. |

4. Synopsis of Proceedings

The Tribunal held this hearing oo 5 November 2004. The Recorder presented Exhibits
R-| and R-2 during the unclassified portion of the Tribunal. The primary exhibit, the
Unnlus_iﬁed Summzary of Evidence ibit R-1), indicates. among o ' ,

tan, 1n December 2001: a senior Taliban commander, ang
fter, in Gardez frequently visitec R < cpound:

cleimed to be on a jihad against the United States and instructed hi
mmﬂ:cymmtdomcm:;ﬂmdmimeadmiﬂadtnbeingnnnjﬂud;
with the essistance of others, was responsible for rocket attacks agai ni tates
forces from finng positions on Laywan M D tainee was instructed to fight to
the death when American forces raided tthnm r 2002,
butﬂmmdemdinstead;mﬂ.justpﬁurtnﬂuu.s.fmmidnnm
mmpmmd,thedeminuinsu'uctedhismpatriuummpmvidcﬂnmfals:stnryif
captured. The Recorder called no witnesses.

The detainee participated actively in the Tribuxal proceedings and responded under oath
to each of the allepations on th [Ged Summary of Evidence. In sum, the detainee
admirted that he worked fo d carried an AK-47 with him at all times,
but denied being a member of the Taliban or Al Qaida or fighting U.S. or coglition

forces, The detainee’s swom testimony and the answers to the questons posed to him are
ﬂanzcd ir Enclosure (3) to the CSRT Decision Report. The detainee presentad no

UNCLASSIFIED//FOLO xR
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During the classified session of the Tribunal, the Recorder presented Exhibits R4
through R-17 (Exhibit R-3 was not offered into evidence) without comment. The
Personal Represemtative neither presented classified exhibits nor made any comments on
the classified evidence. After considering all of the classified and unclassified evidence,
the Tribunal determined that the detainee is properly classified as an enemy combatant,

3. Evidence Considered by the Tribunai
The Tribunal considered the following evidence in reaching its conclusions:
. a. Exhibits: R-1, R-2, R4 through R+15, and D-a. The Recorder did not offer

ExhibitR-3 into evidence. .

b. Testimony of the following persons: None.

¢. Sworn statement of the detainee:

See Enclosure (3) to the CSRT Decision Report.

4. Rulings by the Tripunl on Detainee Requests for Evidence or ernmu
The detainee request=d no witnesses.
Theci:taincerequcmdnnaddiﬁuml evidence be produced.
8. Discussion of .Unclam‘ﬁtd Evidence

The Tribunal considered the following unclassified evidence in making its
determinations:

a. The Recorder offered Exhibits R-1 and R-2 into evidences during the
unclassified portion of the proceeding. Exhibit R-] is the Unclassified Summary of
Evidence. While this summary is helpfui in that it provides a broad outline of what the
Tribunal can expect to see, it is not persuasive in that it provides conclusory statements
without supporting unclassified evidence. Exhibit R-2, the FBI redaction certification,
provided no usable evidence. Accordingly, the Tribunal had 1o look to other evidence to

support the assertions on the Unclassified Summary of Evidence and the Tribunat's
conclusions, :

i?. As noted in parngraph 2, above, the detainee made a sworn statement
responding to each of the allegations on the Unclassified Summary of Evidence.
Afterwards, he answered questions posed by the Tribunal members. In sum, the detainee
denied being a member of the Taliban or Al Qaidz; admitted he worked fo

dm; carried an AK-47; denied any knowledge of a senior Tallihan "
commander/Al Qaida supporter visiting ﬁmpound: denied

UNCLASSIFIED/FOUQ 1sN
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being on a Jihad or fighiing against the United States, claiming be only worked as aF
was responsible for rocket attacks against U. S,

admitted he previously said
positions in Afghanistan, but clag oes not know for sure if they were against U.S.
positions or personal encmies o admits he told U.S. interrogators in

Afghanistan that he was ordered to fight 1o the death when U.S. forces came to capture
him, but seys he made the admission under fear of death; and denied ever telling his
compatriots to lie. The Tribunal found the detainee’s testimony unpersuasive when
considered in conjunclion with the classified evidence. A summarized transcript of the
detainec's sworn testimony is attached as CSRT Decision Report Enclosture (3). -

6. Consultations with the CSRT Legal Advisor

The Tribunel notified the CSRT Assistant Legal Advisor regarding the detainee’s
allegations that U.S. personnel in Afghanistan forced bim to admit things that weren't true
by stripping him of all of his clothes, beating bim, and threatening 10 turn dogs loose on
him (see Enclosure (3) to the CSRT Decision Report). As per instructions, the OARDEC
Forward Chief of Staff and the OARDEC Liaison 10 the Criminal Investigation Task
Force and JTF-GTMO were notified of the matters on 5 November 2004.

7. Conciusions of the Tribunal

Upon careful review of all the evidence presented in this manier, the Tribunal makes the
following determinations:

& The detaince was mentally and physically capable of participating in the
procecding. No medical or mental health evaluation was desmed Decessary.

b. The detainee understond the Tribunal proceedings and actively participated
throughout the bearing,

c. The detainee is properly classified as an enemy combatant because he was pant
of or supporting Taliban forces, or associated forces that are engaged in hostilities against
the United States or its coalition parmers. '

8. Dissenting Tribunal Member’s report

None. The Tribunal reached a unanimous decision.
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UNCLASSIFIED SUMMARY OF BASIS FOR TRIBUNAL
| DECISION

(Enclosure (1) to Combatant Status Review Tribunal Decision Report)

TRIBUNALP, MU ) |
ISN#:

1. Introduction

As the Coribatant Status Review Tribunal Decision Report indicates, the Tribunal has
determined that this Detainee is properly classified as an enemy combatant and is &
member of, or affilinted with, al Qrida and/or associated forces that are engaged in
hostilities against the United States or its coalition partners. In reaching its conclusions,

. the Tribunal considered both classified and unclassified information. The following is an

account of the unclassified evidence considered by the Tribunal. Any classificd evidence
considered by the Tribunal is discussed in Enclosure (2) to the Combatant Status Review
Tribunal Decision Repont.

2. Synopsis of Proceedings

The unclassified svidence presented to the Tribunal by the Recorder indicated that the
Detainee 1s associated with the Taliban or al Qaida. The Detainee worked at s U.S,
military base in Kabul, Afghanistan. The Detainee assisted a member of 2 terrorist

organization, Hezb-E-Islemi Guiduddip, who had plans to plant a bomb at a U.S. military -

base in Afghanjstan, Hezb-E-Islami Gulduddin is a known terrorist organization that has
long established ties to al Qaide. The Detainee provided a list of personnel assigned to the
Karzai Protection Detail and the serial numbers to their weapons to & member Hezb-E-
Islami Gulduddin. The Detainee provided photographs of a U.S. military base in
Afghanistan to &8 member Hezb-E-Islami Guiduddin. The Detzinee provided computer
media containing a template of the security badge used at a U.S. military base in
Alghanistan and digital images of personnel involved with security at the aforementioned
bass. The Detainee stole his work computer and transferred the information to computer
mediz for the purpose of providing it to 8 member Hezb-E-Istami Gulduddin, The
Detzinee applied for a visa to the United States under a different name. The Detainee
chose to participate in the Tribunal process, He called one witness, requested no
documents be produced, and made an oral, sworn statement. The Tribunal President
found the requested witness not reasonzbly available, and that alternative means of
producing the witness's testimony were also not reasonebly available. The Detaine, in
his swom, oral statement, denied being part of the Taliban or al Qaida. The Tribunal
President’s evidentiary and witness rulings are explained below.

3. Evidence Copnsidered by the Tribuns)
The Tribunal considered the following evidence in reaching its conclusions:

UNCLASSIFIED/FOUQ ISN
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a. Exhibits: D-a, R-1 through R.15
b. Testimony of the foliowing persons: none.
¢. Sworn statement of the Detainee,

4. Ruliogs by the Tribunsl on Detainee Requests for Evidence or Witnesses
The Detaines requested one witness be produced for the hearing:

Wiméﬂ+ President’s Decision | Testified?

Mr_ not reasonably avaiiable no*

* The Tribunal President deemed that the Detainee’s request for this witness was
relevant to the Detainee’s status as an enemy combatant. The Department of State was
contacteé on ¥ November, with follow-up attempts made on 22 November and

29 November, As of | December 2004, the Department of State had received no
response to the stams of this witness request. Therefore, the Tribuna] President made the
determination that based on the atternpt to contact and lack of response: the witness is not
teasonably available.

The Detainee requested no additional evidence be produced.
S. Discussion of Unclassified Evidence

The Tribunal considered the following unclassified evidence in making its
determinations: .

3. The recorder offered Exhibits R-1 and R-2 into evidence during the
unclassified portion of the proceeding. Exhibit R-1 is the Unclassified Summary of
Evidence. While this summary is helpful in that it provides 2 broad outline of what the
Tribuna) can expect to see, it is not persuasive in that it provides conclusory statements
without supporting unclassified evidence. Exhibit R-2 provided no usable evidence.
Accordingly, the Tribunal had 1o look to classified exhibits for support of the
Unclassified Summary of Evidence.

b Essmﬁally‘the only unclassified evidence the Tribunal had to consider was the
Pem:m's SWom testimony. A summarized transcript of the Detaines’s swom testimony
is antached isi Detainee stated that he
wurhed.fo in downtown Kabul,
Afgahnistan, not at a military base. The Detainee said that he had worked for the
company for about six

The

Detainee had heard that 2 commander of Hezb-E-Islami Gulbuddin (HIG)
and controlled the road Kabul and Jalalabad but that he never assisted him in
UNCLASSIFIED/FQUO ISN
Enclosure (1)
Page 2 of 4
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t the office in Kabul.

owed 10 computer ¢ 10r a comptnrer course

was enrolled in. Further, the Detainee stated that he did apply for a visa with his family
but never used a different name. Th:Dmineeclaimnh:b

approached him at his work with aliegations that he was working for someone. The
Detaines said he got scared and ran away, later contacting his father in Jalalabad. His
father returned with the Detainee to his workplace and the Detainee was then placed into
custody. The Detainee said that he was beaten and tortred and because of this, he told
an American Afghanis that he had provided a list of personnel assigned
to the Karzai ion Detail and the serial numbers to their weapons 10 8 member of
HIG. The Detainee was unclear when he reported this abuse but thought that it was about
‘& year and a half ago,

As noted above, the Detaince made an allegation of physical mistreatment while he was
in detention in Kabul, Afghanistan at the hands of his Afghani captors and American
interrogator. The Tribunal made inquiry of the Detainee to note his statements about
such alleged mistreatment The Tribunal President has caused these allegations to be -
reported to the chain of command.

The Tribunel also relied on certain classified evidence in reaching its decision. A
discussion of the classified evidence is found in Enclosure (2) to the Combatant Status
Review Tribunal Decision Report.

6. Consultations with the CSRT Legal Advisor

No issues arose during the course of this hearing that required consultation with the
CSRT legal advisor,

7. Conclusions of the Tribunal
Upon careful review of all the evidence presented in this matter, the Tribunal makes the
following determinations:

3. The D:ta'u!u was Mly and physically :ipable of participating in the
proceeding. No medical or mental health evaluation was deemed Appropriate.

0. The Detainee understood the Tribunal proceedings. He asked no questions
regarding his rights and actively participated in the hearing. -

<. 'I‘lmDetmnu i; properly classified as an enemy combatant and is a member of,
or afﬁl;awd with al Qaida and/ar associated forces that are engaged in hostilities against
the United States or its coalition parners.

UNCLASSIFIED/FOUO sy [N
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8. Dissenting Tribunal Member's repert

None. The Tribunal reached a unanimous decision.
Respectfully submitied,

Colonel, U.S. Army
Tribunal President
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UNCLASSIFIED SUMMARY OF BASIS FOR TRIBUNAL
DECISION '

(Enclosure (1) to Combatant Status Review Tribunal Decision Report)

TRIBUNAL P ; #27
ISN #:

1. Introduction

As the Combatant Status Review Tribunal Decision Report indicates, the Tribunal has
determined that this detainee is properly classified as an enemy combatant and is 2
member of, or supporting the Taliban. In reaching its conclusions, the Tribunal
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following is an account of
the unclassified cvidence considered by the Tribunal, Any classified evidence considered
by the Tribunal is discussed in Enclosure (2) to the Combatant Status Review Tribunal
Decision Report, )

2. Synopsis of Proceedings

The unclessified evidence presented 1o the Tribunal by the Recorder indicated that the
Detanee is associated with the Taliban, On 27 March 2003, a Red Cross convoy was
attacked in Afghanistan, and a member of the Red Cross was murdered on the scene.
Prior to the 27 March 2003 incident, suthorities in the Shahwali Kot area of Afghanistan
'were informed of a group operating in the area with the inteat to do harm to westerners.
The Detainee Lives in Shahwali Kot, Afghanistan. The Detaines is suspected of being &
bodyguard of the individual re ) ¢ killing of Red Cross personnel. On 03
Apnl U3, an individual named known to possess a satellite phone.
The Detainee was captured in & creek bed by .S. Forces on 21 April 03.

The Detainee chose to participate in the Tribunal process. He called two witnesses,
requested no documents be produced, and made an oral, sworn statement. The Tribunal
President found the requested witness not reasonably available, and thet sltemative
means of producing the witness’s testimony were also not reasonabiy available. The
Detainee originalty requested two letters to be presented to the Tribunal, however, afier
consuitation with the Personal Representative, the Detainee stated that the jetters did not
contain any information reievant to the Detainee’s allegations and the Detaines withdrew
his request 1o have them presented. The Detainee, in Ius oral statement, denied being a
‘EI:'aihhan member. The Tribunal President’s evidentiary and withess rulings are expiained
elow.

3. Evidence Considered by the Tribunal
The Tribunal considered the following evidence in reaching its conclusions:
a. Exhibits: D-a, R-1 through R-9 |
UNCLASSIFIED/FOUO s~
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b. Testimony of the following persons: none
¢. Sworn statement of the detaines '
‘4. Rulings by the Tribanal on Detainee Requests for Evidence or Witnesses
The Detainee requested the foliowing witnesses be produced for the hearing:
Wimess President’s Decision Testified?

not reasonably availahle no*
_ not reasonably avaijable no*

* The Detainee proffered that these witnesses could state whether or not he owned a
satellite phone and whether he worked as a bodyguard for anyone. It would appear that
this testimony could be relevant to the Detainee’s case and this request was therefore,
approved. As such the Tribunal President made a request to obtain these witnesses’
testimony. In accordance with standard procedures, the request was sent 1o the U.S,
Departinent of State on 04 January 2005 with a follow-up on 17 January 2005. To date,
the Department of State has indicated they have had no response back from the Foreign
Embassy. As such, the Tribunal President determined that based on the attempt 1o locate
and the lack of response, these witmesses are not reasonably availabie.

The Detainee requested no additional evidence be produced:
5. Discassion of Unclassified Evidence

The Tribuna) considered the following unciassified evidence in making its
determinations:

a. The recorder offered Exhibits R-] and R-2 into evidence during the
unclassified portion of the proceeding. Exhibit R-1 is the Unclassified Summary of
Evidence. While this summary is helpful in that it provides a broad outline of what the
Tribuna) can expect to see, it is not persuasive in that it provides conclusory statements
without supporting unclessified evidence. Exhibit R-2 provided no usable evidence.
Accordingly, the Tribunathad to look to classified exhibits for support of the
Unclassified Summary-of Evidence.

b. Essentially the only unclassified evidence the Tribuna! had to consider was the
Detainee’s sworn testimony. A summarized transcript of the Detaines’s swom testimony
is anached as CSRT Decision Report Enclosure (3). In sum, the Detainee stated that he
was & poor farmer and that he never carried 2 gun. He simply worked as a farmer aad
with a shove|, Hewasnuﬂmufﬁn%&ussmmh&sthﬂmﬂckedmdunly » |
heard about them while at the Mosque. He had nothing on him that would indicate that
he was a bodyguard. He was a poor guy with no father and no brother. There were only

UNCLASSIFIED/FOUOQ sy (D
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his house and he had to support his family. The
Detainee stated that he never had a welephone; never saw one in all of his life. At the ime
of his capture, that night he was sleeping and his wife and mother came 1o wake him up.
The helicopters were circling overhead and they were airaid that something would
happen to the livestock. There was a dry creek in front of the house and the when the
Detainee went outside his house, he went to the creek bed and sat down. When he pot up
to go back inside, the three soldiers told him to put up his hands. They covered his eyes
and tied his hands. He did not know why he was srrested.

The Detainee made an allegation of physical mistreatment while he was in detention in
Cuba-to hus Personal Represeniative during one of his interviews. The Tribunal
President, once informed of these alicgations, caused these allegations to be reported to
the chain of command. When the Detainee stated that he bad been harshly treated, the
Tribunal President asked the Detainee if he had provided all of his information to the
Personal Represenmative to which be replied that he had. The Tribunal President then
informed the Detainee that these allegations were reported to the chain of command

based on the Personal Representative’s report.

The Tribunal &lso relied on certain classified evidence in reaching its decision. A
discussion of the classified evidence is found in Enciosure (2) to the Combatant Status
Review Tribunal Decision Report.

6. Consultations with the CSRT Legsl Advisor

No issues arose-during the course of this hearing that required consultation with the
CSRT legal advisor.

7. Conclusions of the Tribunal

Upon careful review of all the evidence presented in this matter, the Tribuna! makes the
foliowing determinations: |

2. The Detainee was mentally and physically capable of participating in the
proceeding. No medical or mental health evalustion was deemed appropriate.

b The Detainee understood the Tribunal proceedings. He asked no questions
regarding his rights and sctively participated in the hearing.

¢. The Detainee is properly clessified as an enemy combatant and is a member of
or affiliated with Taliban, -

UNCLASSIFIED/FOUO . ISN
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8. Dissenting Tribunal Member's Report
None. The Tribunal reached a unanimous decision.

Respectfully submitted,

COL, U.S_Amy
Tribunal President
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UNCLASSIFIED SUMMARY OF BASIS FOR TRIBUNAL
| DECISION

(Enclosure (1) to Combatant Status Review Tribunal Decision Report)

TRIBUNAL PANEL: ____ #]2

1. Introduction

As the Combatant Status Review Tribunal (CSRT) Decision Report indicates, the
Tribunal has determined that this Detainee is properly classified as an enemy combatant
and is a member of, or affiliated with, the Taliban. In reaching its conclusions, the
Tnibunal considered both classified and unctassified information and testimony of a
witness. The following is an account of the unclassified evidence considered by the
Tribunai and other pertinent information. Classified evidence considersd by the Tribunal
15 discussed in Enclosure (2) to the CSRT Decision Report. |

2. Synopsis of Proceedings

The unclassified evidence presented to the Tribunal by the Recorder alieged that the
Deuwinee had an association with the Taliban, was implicated in ections against coalition
forces, and gained military experience from his service against the Russians.

~ Specifically, the Detdinee is said to have serv in
- Afghanistan when the Taliban was in power. During a raid conducted on his residence
on 2 May 2003, the Detainee was apprehended in possession of assorted Taliban
paraphcrnaila, items for making improvised explosives, and information about military
posts. Additionally, he is believed to have provided weapons to the Taliban. A witess
observed the Detainee discussing rocket attacks on coalition forces, as well as
transporting the missiles for that purpose. He also is thought to have fired rockets at
coalition forces. He gained this experience with weapoas during the Russian Jihad.

mDeuimecmwpuﬁciminﬁeTﬁhumlpmmmdmad:aswﬂmverbal
statement. He also called two wimesses that the Tribunal President found to be
reasonably available, and these witmesses agread to participate. The Detainee, in his
sworn verbal statement, addressed all of the allegations in the unclassified summary o

L *

r E n
[
""‘"_'_"' i w0l L) BF) % i ', | Lt Rhra e L & ST TETENT it vy

. §1ie demed receiving formal military trawning during the
Russian Jihad, and also denied all other aliegations, He expressed his opinion that he
hated the Taliban government as much as the Russianc. € was a

carpenter during the Taliban regime and becam er the fafl
of the Taliban,

UNCLASSIFIED/FOUQ sy
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The first witness, ISN {JIfkestified that he was “just & goat keeper,” that the Detainee

was a carpenter that he knew for maybe 2-3 years in Afghanistan and they met mavbe 4-6
tmes. He never knew the Detainee to carry weapons. The second witness, ISN
testified that he saw the Detainee after the fzll of the Taliban regime and he said the

Detainee was not Taliban. He emphasized this by saying, “if be were, he wouldn’t have
got hi ISN stated that he never knew the Detainee 1o

CAITY WERDORS.

Additionally, during the Tribunal hearing, the Detainee compisined that he needed
medical attention due to various ailments. He claimed that the source of these ailments
was due to severe beatings he received over 2 days after being apprehended by LS.
forces in May 2003 in Afghanistan. On the Detainee Election Form (Exhibit D-a), and
during his tribunal testimony, he claimed pain in his ribs, arms, abdomnen and legs and he
feared permanent damage to his testicles. He claims an X-ray or some other scan would
reveal the extent of the damage but that he has not received one. He further stated that
medicat personne] have visited him in the past but they just have given him tablets that
arc incffective. 1t appears he has made frequent requests for medical reatment. in any
event, the Tribunal President directed the Personal Representative to contact the medical
personnel In charge of the Detaines medical treatment to request that on their next visit,
they provide the Detainee special consideration for any problems he may have been
experiencing. Because this information including allegations of mistreatment and/or
misconduct, it was also provided to the Criminal Investigation Task Foree on

20 November 2004 for appropriate investiation, coordination with Joint Task Force
Guantanamo, and dispositicn as appropriate. See additional comments concerning the
Detainee’s medical condition in Enclosure (2) to the CSRT Decision Report

3, Evidence Considered by the Tribupa)

The Tribunal considéred the following evidence in reaching its conclusions:
8. Exhibits: D-a and R-1 through R-12.
b. Testimony of the following previously approved witnesses:

1. ISN
y

¢. Swom statement of the Detaines.

4. Rulings by the Tﬂﬁunl_nn Detainee Requests for Evidence
The Deuinee did not request any additional evidence or documents.

UNCLASSIFIED/FOUO
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5. Discussion of Unclassified Evidmu

The Tribunal considered the following unclassified evidence in making its
. determinations:

a. The Recorder offered Exhibit R-1 into evidence during the unclassified portion
of the proceeding. Exhibit R-] is the Unclassified Summary of Evidence. While this
Exhibit is belpful in that it provides a broad outline of what the Tribuna! can expect to
see, it 1S not persuasive in that it provides conclusory statements without supporting
unclassified evidence. Accordingly, the Tribunal had to look to classified exhibits for
supportof the Unclassified Summary of Evidence.

b. Essentially the only unclassified evidence the Tribunal had to consider was the
Detaines’s sworn testimony and the witnesses. A summarized transcript of the Detainee
and witness's Swom testimony is attached as CSRT Decision Report Enclosure (3).

The Tribunal also relied on certain classified evidence in reeching its decision. A
discussion of the classified evidence is found in Enciosure (2) to the Combatant Status
Review Tribunel Decision Report.

6. Consultations with the CSRT Legal Advisor

No issues arose during the course of this hearing that required consultation with the
CSRT legai advisor. .

7. Conclusions of the Tribunal

Upon careful review of all the evidence presented in this matter, the Tribunal makes the
foliowing determinations:

a. The Detinee was mentaily and physically capable of participating in the
proceeding. No medical or mental health evaluation wes requested or deemed necessary,
other than the matters discussed above in paragraph 2. |

. b. ThelDetaim understood the Tribuna) proceedings. He asked no questions
regarding his rights and actively pacticipated in the proceedings.

¢. The Detamc: is properly classified as an enemy combatant because he is 8
mep:lber of, or affiliated with, the Taliban, which is engaged in hostilities against the
United States and its coalition pariners. '

UNCLASSIFIED//FOUO
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8. Dissenting Tribunal Member's report

None. The Tribunal reached s unanimous decision

UNCLASSIFIED/FOUO
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UNCLASSIFIED SUMMARY OF BASIS FOR TRIBUNAL
DECISION

(Enclosare (1) to Combatant Statas Review Tribunal Decision Report)

TRIBUNALPANEL: __ #I13
ISN# _____ SR

1. Introduction

As the Combatant Status Review Tribunal (CSRT) Decision Report indicates, the
Tribunal has determined that this Detainee is properly classified as an ensmy combatant
and is & member of, or affiliated with, al Qaida. In reaching its conclusions, the Tribunal
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following is an account of
the unclassified evidence considered by the Tribunzl and other pertinent mformation.
Classified evidence considered by the Tribunal is discussed in Enclosure (2) to the CSRT
Decision Report.

2. Synopsis of Proceedings

The unclessified evidence presented to the Tribunal by the Recorder indicated that the
Detainee is associated with al Qaida. The Detainee is a suspected terrorist with ties to the
Algerian Armed Islamic Group (GIA) and is suspected of having links to al Qaida. The
Dermaines is a former employee of the Red Crescent Society and attended meetings in

. Sarajevo for Algerians working for non-government organizations in Bospia. The
Detaines is an associate of 2 known al Qeida operative in Bosnia. The Detainee is also
lmown as Sharfuldin or Sharuldin, The Detainee chose to participate in the Tribunal
process, He called four witnesses, nneofwhomwnsfnundtnbunntreasomh!y
available, The Detaines did not request any documents be produced, and mads a swom
verbal statement. The Tribunal President found 3 of the requested withesses reasonabiy

called by the Detainee tcstiﬁedthatthel)etaimemnntatmuﬁst, but rather was an
upﬂghtmanwhnwnrkeduithurphansinBusninthmughmeRedCrwcem organization.
The Tribunal President’s evidentiary and witness rulings are explained below.

3. Evidence Considered by the Tribunal
The Tribunal considered the following evidence in reaching its conclusions:
2. Exhibits: D-3 and R-1 through R-33.

UNCLASSIFIED/ROUO ISN SN
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b. Testimony of the following persons:

1. : -
2, "
3. (ISN '

¢. Sworn statement of the Detaines,

4. Rulings by the Tribunal on Detainee Requests for Evidence or Witnesses
The Detainee requested the following witnesses be produced for the hearing:

Vitness - President's Decision Testified?
reasonably available yes
reasonably available yes
reasonably aveilable yes |

nu r

ousef  not reasonsbly availsble

Mohmond Sayed Yousef wes proffered by the Detainee as.the Detainee’s supervisor in
the Red Crescent in Bosnia who would testify, if’ called, to the Detainec’s work with the
Red Crescent, the Detaines’s good character and that he had no knowledge of any
association by the Detainee with any temorist organizations. While determined to be
relevent, the Tribunal President found that the witness was not reasonebly available in
that after 8 pertod of reasonzbie diligence the Department of State could not locate the
witness in Bosnia or in any other location based on the imited information and identifiers
provided by the Detaines to locate the witness,

The Detaines requested no additional evidence be produced.
5. DisnsﬁunnfUnelznstﬁadEvidm

The Tribunal considered the following umclassified evidence in making its
jeterminations: | ,

8. The recorder offered Exchibits R-1, R-2 and R-3 into evidence during the
unclassified partiop of the proceeding. Exhibit R-1 is the Unclassified Summary of -
Evidence. While this summary is helpful in that it provides a broad ocutline of what the
Tg%mﬂcmmmsmﬁhmmmhm&pmﬁdesmthnrymm

vam::mt g unclassified evidence, Exhibit R-2 contains an affidavit of the
Detainee’s wife, submitted in the habeas corpus proceedings pending in
the United S i ' the Distri ] ing the release of the
Detm:nee X d that the
Detainee was an employee of the Crescent in osnia, was wrongly accused but
UNCLASSIFIED//FOUOQ ISN
Enclosure (1)
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released by Bosnian authorities and then abducted by American agents, and is not &
terrorist.  Exhibit R-3 purports to be a Petition for a Writ of Habeas Corpus sesking the
release of the Detainee and @ IDSIIP. The copy preseated to the Tribupal
does not bear a docket number and is unsigned, but is dated OB July 2004. Exhibit R-3
appears to be based on the affidavit of the Detainee’s wife and other sources and sets
forth legal arguments supporting the issuance of the writ. The Tribunsl noted the
allegations contained in the Petitiop but did pot find them persussive to the question of
the Detainee’s status as an enemy combatant. Accordingly, the Tribunaf had to look to
classified exhibits for support of the Unclassified Summary of Evidence and to provide
further light on the allegations contained in the writ pleadings.

b. The Tribunal also considersd the Detaines’s swom testimeny and the swom
testimony provided by the three detainse witnesses. A sunmmarized transcript of the
Detaines’s sworn testimony and the swom testimony of the witnesses is sttached as
CSRT Decision Report Enclosure (3). In sum, the Detainee and the witnesses testified as
follows: _

(1) The Detainee: The Detainee appreciated the opportunity to address the
allcgations and the freedom to speak to the Tribunal and defend himself. The Detaines
stated the reason he is being held in Cuba is because of charges brought against him in
Bosnia related to an intent to plan an attack on the US Embassy. He was in prison in
Bosnia for 3 menths; that be was the victim of & polifical game without any intention to
carry out an attack on the US Embassy; that if there were any truth to these allegations he
would not have been taken by the Bosnians but would have been taken directly by the
Americans and that this is proof of & political game. After 3 months in prison, Bosnia TV
aired the fact that he was found innocent in the Bosnian court and to live free withot
conditions. The Detuinee claimed that the acquittal was in his pocket when he was
arrested; that he was surprised to be taken by the Americans; that his hands and feet were
bound and be received the warst treatmeat of his life being without food, water and sleep
for 36 bours. Since he’s been in Cuba for 3 years, no one bas ever asked him about the
US Embassy. The Detainee maintains that he has cooperated with interrogators and bag
discussed the charity organizations but now finds himsslf faced with the stange
accusation that be is al Qaida. He states that he only knows about al Qaida through the
media and that it is an organization that kills innocent people. The Detaines believes that
Islam 15 innocent of such acts and that he has lived his life as a good person as he was
brought up by his father and that his heart doesn't allow for hatred; that his business was
taking care of orphans. He stated that since over 70% of al Qaida has been caught, why
can’t any of them identify him. He believes that GIA is a terrorist group and if he were &
member of that group, the Algerian governmment would know it and that the Algerian
government told the Bosnia government that Algeria did not have him as a terrorist in
Algena, meDataineesmdﬂlathewntkedfurthaRadecmt;thatitismtanNGO;
that he worked outside of Sarajevo; that he met meay people who waorked in Red
Crescent who can say what he did; that Sharfuldin is his other name and it is normal ©
have other names. Finally, the Detainee asserted his innocence in terrorism and that he
has been: wrongly accused. . )

- UNCLASSIFIED/FOUO isn 4D
: Enclosure (1)
Page 3 of 5
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The Tribunal President inguired about the alleged mistreatment of the Detaines after he
came into US custody. The Detainee stated that it was harsh but that he wanted to just let
it go; that his treatment and the conditions have become better in the last year and that be
was ill when he first arrived in Cuba and received some treatment but that his condition
was untreated for some time after he arrived. The Tribunal President noted these
statcmmtsfurtherecorﬂmduumdnmpoﬂnftheseaﬂegaunmmbcmndcﬁtmughthe

chain of command,

(2) : This witness stated that he would speak for the
Deteinee-if the Detainee wanted him to, but that kis lawyer said he should not speak to a
tribunel. The Detainee asked the witness to testify for him and the witness agreed. The
witness testified that he knows the Detainee Like he knows his own pocket; that he knows
his wife and children and that if the Detainee has anything to do with terrorists then the
witness is & terrorist himself; and that if the Detainse were sentenced for terrorism then
the witness would stey with him. The wimess stated that he never knew the Detzinee to
be a member of GIA or involved in tarrorism in any way; that he has know the Detaines
since 1995 or 1996 and that he inows him as well as he knows his own wife and kids,

(3) This witness testified that the allegations that
the Detsinee is associated with al Qaida, the GIA and terrorists are all lies; that he bas'
known the Detainee since they were in Albania and has never-known him tobe &
terronist; that he and the Detainee worked together in the Red Crescent in Bosnia; thet he
has known him since 1994,

() GENENVEND: This witaess testified that be would te]) the truth
about the Detainee and stated that all the accusations were false; that the Deteinee is not a
terrorist and is not part of GIA; that all he bas ever know about the Detainee were good
things since he met the Detainee in 1997; that the Detaines is concerned about his family
andwurkandnwbmkethehvrthanftheDmmmamstthmthcmmesswa
terronist too,

The Tnbmﬂﬂmmhedmmdmﬁcdmdmcemmchmgmdmmn A
discussion of the classified evidence is found in Enclosure (2) to the Combatant Status
Rm:an'bunalDecmun_Rspmt.

6. Consultations with the CSRT Legal Advisor

No issues arose during the course of this hearinp thatmqmmduons:ﬂtanonmththe
CSRT legal advisor.

7. Conclusions of the Tribunal

Upon careful review of all the evidence pmsenIed in ﬂ:us matter, the Tribunal makes the
following deterrninations:

UNCLASSIFIED/FOUO 1SN A
Enclosure (1)
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a. The Detaines was mentally and physically capable of participating in the
proceeding. No medical or mental health evaluation was deemed necessary.

b. The Detainee understood the Tribunal proceedings. He actively participsted in
the proceedings, provided his own testimony and examined the witnesses calied by him.

¢. The Detainee is properly classified as an enemy combatant and is 2 member of,
or affiliated with, al Qaida and was part of or supparting al Qaida.

8. Disseating Tribunal Member’s report

None. The Tribunal reached 2 unanirnouns decision.

Respectfully submitted,

Bt

Colonel, U.8. Ammy
Tribunal President

UNCLASSIFIED//FOUO sy
Enclosure (1)
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DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
HEADQUARTERS, JOINT TADK FORCE GUANTANAMO
.8, NAVAL BRASE, OUAMTANANO BAY, CUBA
APO AL 08300

STF GTMO-SIA _ 26 July 2004
MEMORANDUM FOR Office of the Judge Advocate General, 1.8, Army
SUBJECT: NIP Data for Detainese-Related Offenses

1. In response to your request for information, we sesrched our NJP records for the period of
time from.1 October 2001 through 9 July 2004. O seazch loeated a total of 6 such records.

They zre se follows,

26 June 04,
of incidenix 4 January 2004; 18 Japuary 2004
2) Location of incidents: (husntenamo
3) Locstion code: Guantarweno By, IIIIINGEGR

£) During or resit of interrogation: N
5) Namo of detainesy

dato: N/A III"""""

.

6) Detzines tag IDy:

7) Auwtopsy

) mamwF
9) Unit of soldier: 661" MP Co., , JTF-OTMO
10} Component: NO

11) Offense types: 4mm-mm mhﬂng
Mhﬂnhm#oﬂ,lt uary 20 b, )

14) Punisheaent imposed: Not guilty an verbal haraszment offorse. Gnmyuunﬂt

offense. Reduction to E-1, Mofﬂm;wwumﬂtﬁrmm ‘
15) MMMW N/A _

b. Apeil 03

) Date of incident: 10 April 2003
2) Location of incident:

3) Location code: Guantanamo Bay,

4) During or esult of interogation: N

5) Name of detaines: releasabls in fied docoment
6) Dotainos tag ID: H .

19% 2
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15) CID case mumber: N/A
16) Stats of investigation: closed

17) Comments/Remacks:
" G

3) Locstion cods: Coantanamo Bay,
4) During or result of intervogation: N
5) Name of dewnines: docnent
6) Dutainss tag ID: |
T) Antopey date: N/A
nm«mmﬁ
9) Unitof soldisr: 132% MP Co., JTF

10) Component: NGO

h)) om:.ew mhwmo-mmm
above.

2 N ol ot e NN

13) Position of officer acting: . Opaxations Oroup,
JTP-OTMO

14) Punisheoent imposed: none — case demissed

1$) CID case mumber: NA

16) Status of investigation: closed

17)

Comments/Racuacks:

June 2003

of incident: 26 Masch 2003
2} Loostion of incident:
3) Locstion cods: Guastanamo Bay
4) Druing or result of inisrrogation:
5) Name of detainos: wnknown

NOV0016S
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6) Desines ID tag: unknown ~ resident of March 2003
7) Autopay dats: N/A

) Name of soldier sccused:
9 mamg‘mmmmmm |

10) Componeni:

11) Offonss type: asmault - speaying Qlsceasin CaDECUID (DODPE spray) oa detainee.
12) Name of officer offiering actin

boes

13) Position of officer imposing punishnont: MP Co.
14) Punishment isaposed: Mnu&k?dulmw
15) CID case number: NA

16) Status of investigation: closed

17) :

f. I.Ium
) Date of incidents: mmmmmlmm

NOV00170




8} Name of soklier pamiished:

9 Unit of soldier: 4017 MP

10) Componeat AD

11) Offense type: violation of F'TF-GTMO GO1 - photographing detainees and
detention hcillty '

12) Name of officer imposing ponishment:

13) Position of officer imposing pusishment: 1" MP Co.

14) Punishment imposed: 14 days restriction, 14 deys extrs duty

15) CID case sumber: NVA

16) Sty of investigation: closed

i

NOV00171
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DETAINEE INFORMATION MANAGEMENT SYSTEM (DIMS)  Guantanemo Bay, Cuba User: s2user

FﬂthMlMlmlmlm!Tﬂlﬂtm

016|BAX I BEETARBLLENLLT BEEE | PEEWLLOING

|Ootsines 19N =8 Soarch | GTNO
| DETAINEE REPORT SD@3S1FC
1,70 COMMANDER or DESIGNATED REPRESENTATIVE 2 DATE
CDR,JDOG 24AUG2004 1408L
3. TYPE OF REPORT: (Chack One} -
REPORT OF DISCIPLINARY INFRACTION

4. STATUS
REFER FOR DISCIPLINARY ACTION

M, 3ol | F - mm ' T-mmm
; GTMO

HOSTILE OR THREATENING TO A DETAINEE

§. REFORY

ON 24 AUGUST 2004 AT APPROXIMATELY 1145 DETAINEE C

WAS IN THE LEFT YARD WITH DETAINEE

Jgi%) FTERWEYWERB INTHB LK by KL --'. -
ETAINEES STARTED TO ARGUE PUNCHER SIIAND TUENISSSRGRABBED
THE BEARD £ MPS THEM TO STOP AND TQLUMFPe0 TO THE

BACK OF THE TION YARD 8O THEY COULD SHACKLE] KNIS § HIM
FROM THE YARD. AS THEY BEGAN TQ SHACKLEY {DET.
THE RIBS. TOLL 1ITO GO

|

RAN AND KI . 2 BACK
RECREATION Y AND AS REMOVED THE REC.
CORPSMAN WAS CALLED AND BOTH DETA SAYS THA AS
TALKING ABOUT HIS FAMILY AND HARASSING HIM PREVIO WHILE HE WAS
PRAYING AND TO HARASS HIM IN THE RECREATION YARD AND THAT IS
WHY HE ASSAULTE dent No: NA. Reporting Unit: JDOG.
m.mr_m ;}0 WAS DETAIMEE INFORMED (Check Das)
12. ACTION TAKEN BY COMPOUND NCO:
13, ACTION{s} & mmmmnﬁﬂtm
34, RECOMMENDATIONS BY CHIEF, DETAWEE OPERATIONS BRANCH:!
15, ACTION TAKEN BY SUPERINTENDENT:
18. ACTIONS |
02-Segregation (Complete)
01-Loss of CI (Complowe)

AESORTING PRI 0N 5. PERSON 85N 19. FERSON GRADE

NOV0O0172
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DETAINEE INFORMATION MANAGEMENT SYSTEM (DIMS)  Guantanamo Bay, Cuba User: s2user

Facklies | MovemantOrders | Detsiness | Requests | Opwalions | Adminievsion | Teals { S0P | Melp

ASIBAX | BERNTLBELLRELAY IRERE ITRE (BLHLDING

[Ostsinge 1o =4 ! Seawh GTMO

DETAINEE REPORT 720909FA

1. TO CONMANOER ¢r DESIGNATED REPRESENTATIVE 2. DATE
CDR, JDOG 24AUG2004 1928L

3. TYPE OF REPORT: {Check Ons)
SIR

4, STATUS
MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD

7. ORTAINEE LOCATION
GT™MO

m DETAINEES ND
IN THE
) BEGAN TQ ARGUE WITH EACH OTHER AND
DETAINEE E&N THE FACE D FIST.
ALIATED BY GRABBING THE BEARD OF STRUCKHIM|
WITH A FIST. MP'S TOLD THE DETAINEES TO STOP G TOMOVE AWAY

FROM EACH OTHER. AS BEGAN SHAC OM REMOVAL FROM
THE YARD, DETAINEE TOWARD ISNMEJAND CK HIM. AS HE FELL TQ
- D, HE WAS K! IN THE RIBS BY THE MPS ORDERED DETAINEE
EiagggqaﬁBAGKOFTHEYHRDTDWﬂﬂGHHE IED. A CORPSMAN AND
RETER WERE CALLED TO THE BLOCK TO CHECK THE FOR INJURIES
AND DETERMINE WHY THERE WERE FIGHTING. DETAINEE AID HE BACAME
ANGRY AFTER ! HIM DURING HIS PRAYER TIME, SAID BAD WORDS
TO HIM AND WAS TA BAD ABOUT HIS Y. THERE WERE NO POSSIBLE
INJURIES TO THE DETAINEES. DETAINEE | AS MOVED TO i incident No: €y

11 WAS DETAINEE INFORMED {Chack Ong)
YES

12. ACTION TAXEN §Y COMPOUND NCO:
13, ACTION(s) & RECOMMENDATION) OF GUARD COMMANDER:
14. RECOMMENDATIONS BY CHIEF, DETAINEE OPERATIONS BRANCH:

15. ACTION TAKEN BY BUPERINTENDENT:

1. ACTIONS
04-1ssucd 508 (Complctc)

17. REFORTING PERSON 18 PERSON BSN 18, PERSON GRADE

L WL 4

i "
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DETAINEE INFORMATION MANAGEMENT SYSTEM (DIMS) . Guantsnamo Bay, Cuba User: sluser

Facliies | MovemenlOroirs | Ostéiwes | Rogueasts | Cperstions | Adminisirstion | Took | SOF | Hep

AISIBAX BESTABRELEEBELE T I EEBEITRE | OLILOI ARG

Jossnsersy 0 ] _Search | GTMO
| DETAINEE REPORT 82708E55 |
1, TO COMMANDER of DEBIGNATED REPRESENTATIVE 2.DATE
CDR,JDOG 28MAR2004 1429L L
3, TYPE OF REPORT: {Chack One)
REPORT OF DISCIPLINARY INFRACTION
4. STATUS
REFER FOR DISCIPLINARY ACTION
5, DETAINEE'S RAME: (Last, Firet, M) 7, DETANEE LOCATION
| ‘ GTMO -
B INGIDENT
06-THROW/WATER/FOOD ON/AT DETAINEE
5. REPORT ' '
ON 28 MARCH 2004, AT APPRO Y 102411Rs, DETAINEE 1SN/
ENHE Incident No: NA. Reposting Unit 273¢rd MP Co.

WATER ON DETAINE

-

10. WITNESS 11 WAS DETAINEE INFORMED (Chack Oni)
NO

12, ACTION TAKEN BY COMPOUND NCO:
13. ACTION(s) & RECOMMENDATION(s) OF GUARD COMMANDER:

14, RECOMMENDATIONS BY CHISF, DETAINEE OPFERATIONS BRAMCH:

13, ACTION TAKEN BY SUPERINTENGENT:

18, ACTIONS
02-Segregation (Compleic)
01-Loss of CI (Complete)

8. PERBON 88N _ | w.rersonGRADE

NOVO00176
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DETAINEE INFORMATION MANAGEMENT SYSTEM ({OMS) Guantansmo Bay, Cuba User: sZuser

Faciitios | MovemaniOmiers | Deisiness | Reguests | Operstions | Adminisealion | Teols | S0P | Hep

18 BAX BEECABELLIEELLT BEEBE | YRS | @ELID] NG
foetaines 188 =i L. e | . GTMO

DETAINEE REPORT 82C40DDEFE

1. 70 COMMANDER or DESIGNATED REPAESENTATIVE 2 DATE
JCDR, JDOG S2NOV2003 1639L

3. TYPE OF REPORT: {Check One)
REPORT OF DISCIPLINARY INFRACTION

4. SYATLS -
REFER FOR DISCIPLINARY ACTION

First, M) 7. DETAINEE LOCATION
GTMO

8. INCIDENT ‘
08- SIMPLE ASSAULT

9. REPORT

ON 22 NOV 2003 AT 1437 HRS DETAINEE IN CEL SAULTED
THE DETAINEE IN THE BEAN
HOLE WHILE THEY INTHE SHO RECY. PULLED HIM TO THE

BEAN HOLE AND SPIT IN HIS FACE. Incident No: NA. Reporting Unit: 258th MP Co.

-~

10. WITNESS 11 WAS DETAINEE INFORMED {Chack One}
NO

mmnurrrmwmu_m

13, ACTION{s;} & RECOMMENDATION(s) DF GUARD COMMANDER:

4. RECOMMENDATIONS BY CHIEF, DEYAMEE OPERATIONS BRANCH::
15 ACTION TAKEN BY SUPERINTENDENT:

18. ACTIONS

02-Segregation (Complete)
0l-Loss of CI (Complote)

a
T T . FERION 35N 1%, PERSON GRADE
[

1390
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DETAINEE INFORMATION MANAGEMENT SYSTEM (DIMS)  Guantanamo Bay, Cuba User: siuser X |

FM|WMIm1m|WIMIMIWIH#

Q1S SAXIEESTLRELLENLE T IREARS |THE | 'BHEB | N0

jOstaines 154 Rd . _swm] GTMO
DETAINEE REPORT B4F564A5
1. TO COMMANDER or DESIGNATED REPRESENTATIVE 2. DATE :
CDR,/DOG 1SSEF2004 200SL
3. TYPE OF REPORT: (Chetk One)
REPORT OF DISCIPLINARY INFRACTION
4, STATUS |

REFER FOR DISCIPLINARY ACTION

First, W) 7. DETAINEE LOGATION
GTMO
8. INCIDENT

07-HITTING/KICKING AN DETAINEE

#. REPORT

ON 9-18-2004, DETAINEE
OF COMMUNICATING THREATS OF PHYSICAL
IN RS TO GET HIM AS WELL AS IS]
ID NOT CORROBERATED THIS, &
R THE NIGHT. ON 9-19-2004, ALL 3 DET ‘ :

BY THEIR ATORS ABOUT TBAT INCIDENT, AND ALL 3 INCLUDING
DENIED THA MADE ANY OF SICAL HARM, ON 8-1
APPROXIMATELY 1630HRS., DET. INVOLVED IN A PHYSICAL
ALTERCATION, THE ALTERCATION W 21 THE USE

DIRECTION ANCE OF DETAINEE IS :

SECURED AS SECURED IN ME CHECKED BOTH
DET AD SWELLING TO THE RIGHT SIDE OF HIS
SMALL BR THE KNUCKE AREA OF HIS LEFT HAND. WHEN QUESTIONED ABOUT
THE INCIDENT BY THE NCOIC, EACH DETAINEE STATED THAT THE OTHER HAD

STARTED THE ALTERCATION, BASED ON THE ALLEGED,
SUBSEQUENT ALTERCATION, RECOMMEND BOTH DETAINEES OR

REMOVAL FROM Incident No: NA. Reporting Unit: 491st )
10. WITNEBS I ¢ Sum INFORMED {Chack One)

12. ACTION TAXEN BY COMPOUND NCO:

13, AGTION(s) & RECOMMENDATION(S) OF GUARD COMMANDER
1¢mmmwm.mmmmm
15. ACTION TAKEN BY BUPERINTENDENT:

18, ACTIONS
02-Scgregation {Complete)

NOVOQ1i80

139 2




01-Loss of Cl {Complete)

19. PERBON GRADE

NOVO(0181
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DETAINEE INFORMATION MANAGEMENT SYSTEM (DIMS)  Guantanamo Bay, Cuba User: s2user

Fecliies | MovermeniOrders | Detsinees | Mequesis | Opemtions | Adminiskration | Yools | 30P | Hep

S1@FAX BEXTABELLEBELLT SEEE | YHE - 0uLUBING

|Dotaines (a8 = . _Seercif avmo
DETAINEE REPORT 87D189A4
1. TO COMMANDER or DESIGNATED REPRESENTATIVE 2 DATE
CDR,JDOG 30APR2004 2100L
3. TYPE OF REPORT: {Chack One)

REPORT OF DISCIPLINARY INFRACTION

4. STATUS
REFER FOR DISCIPLINARY ACTION

Fiest, M1 | 7. DETAINEE LOGATION
GT™MO
8. INCIDENT |

10-AGGRAVATED BATTERY ON A DETAINEE

§. REPORT
DETAIN'_WAS INVOLVED IN A HEATED DISCUSSIO
Wﬂ 2000 HRS ON 30 APRIL. 2004. AT ONE PO

HIS VOICE OVER THE OTHERS, AND THE BAY
APPROXIMATEL MINUTES LATER, THE SOUND OF SOMETHING HI'I'I'ING THE
BAY WALL LODLY COULD BE HEARD FROM OBSERVER 3'S POSITION. THEBAY

N 18 (BAAE £ LI INE D Y Ml S

R

RE IMMEDIA
DETAINEESATIMI’EDTO
LATRINE, IN ORDER TO CALM HIM AND HIM OUT OF HARMS WA REW
WHAT APPEARED TO BE A FLIP-FLOP A HE APPEARED OUT OF
ATRINE. THE CALL TO PRAYER WAS 8, AND THIS APPEARED TO CALM
DOWN ASWEBLOCKBEGANTOPREP&F{&AYED } 4 ANDDID
NOT TAKE ANY FURTHER ANTAGONISTIC A ONE ELSEIN

THE BAY FOR THE REMAINDER OF THE SHIFT OF OBERSERVER 3. ﬂmﬂn NA.
Reporting Unit: 384th MP Bn.

10. WITNESS lﬂ WAS DETAINEER INFORMED (Chaok Ona)
NO

12 ACTION TAKEN BY COMPOUND NCO:

13, ACTION(s) & RECOMMENDATION(s) OF GUARD COMMANDER:

14, RERCOMMENDATIONS BY CHIEF, DETAINEE OPERATIONS BRANCH:
15, ACTICN TAKEN BY SUPERINTENOENT:

16. ACTIONS

02-Segregation (Completc)

19U
NOV00182
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01-Loss of Cl (Compleic)

15. PERBON ORADE

NOVO00183

1398




DETAINEE INFORMATION MANAGEMENT SYSTEM (DiMS) . Guantanamo Bay, Cuba User: s2user

Faciittes :| MowemantOriers | Dolminess | Ruguests | Operalions | Adminktralion | Tools | SOP | Help

¢18|BAXIBESTARBLLENLLY SEHE | TEE - WHO0| 00

Jowsinee tsn =f ... .. s ] | GTMO
DETAINEE REPORT 8D9EZ23A1
1. TO COMMANDER or DEBIGNATED REPRESENTATIVE 2. DATE |
CDR, JDOG 2SNOV2004 1723L
3. TYPE OF REPORT: (Chack One)
REPORT OF DISCIPLINARY INFRACTION
¢. STATUS |

REFER FOR DISCIPLINARY ACTION

X DETASIEES NAMP- tlaus Firgt M) 7. DETAINEE LOCATION
GTMO

8. INCTDENT
06-FIGHTING
$. REPORT h ;
ON 11-25-2004 AT APPROXIMATELY 1550 HRS, DETAINEE
WAS INVOLVED IN A PHYSICAL ALTERCATION WITH D
WHICS STARTED OVER AN ARGUMENT REGARDING CALL.

| P ARGUING AND TO SEPERATE, WHICH THEY DID.
REW A PIECE OF FRUIT A EN STRU THE LEFT SIDE OF
E HEAD WITH HIS RIGHT FIST. DET THEN SEPE , WERE REMOVED

mmmvmsmmmm

MOVEMENT OUT SUBSEQUENTLY MOVED TO
MEDICAL CORPSMAN WAS REQUESTED AND CHECKED
$WOLLEN REDENED AREA ON THE LEFT SIDE OF HIS

AREA AROUND THE KNUCKLES OF HIS RIGHT HAND.
IDOG. '

AELAINEES WERE ORDERED TO

AINEES DA

AS
No: NA, Reporting Unit:

10. WITNESS Inmmﬂeuﬂmmm
NO

T2 ACTION TAKEN BY COMPOUND MCD:

13, ACTION(S) & RECOMMENDATION(s) OF GUUARD COMMANDER:
14. RECOMMENDATIONS B CHIER, DETAIMEE OPERATIONS BRANCH::
15. ACTION TAKEN BY SUPERINTENDENT:

15 ACTIONS

02-Segregation (Complete)
01-Loss of C1 (Complcte)

RIRCURTHND S WO 15. PERSON 33N 16. PEREON GRADE

ETa?
NCOV0(0184
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DETAINEE INFORMATION MANAGEMENT SYSTEM (DIMS8)} Guadtanamo Bay, Cubs User: s2user

ﬁﬂmllim_-unuul numu lnnu-.lqwﬂmllluuumh:|1hui BOP | Hep

SIRAX I BEXRTLARBERLLERNLAY ISREBEI1TVER OO IR

|osisines i8N =l Search | GTMO
DETAINEE REPORT 95A27793
1. TO COMMANDER or DERIGNATED REPRESENTATIVE 2. DATE F
CDR, IDOG ) 02JAN2004 1029L
3. TYPE OF REPORT: (Chack One) -
REPORT OF DISCIPLINARY INFRACTION
4, STATUS |
REFER FOR DISCIPLINARY ACTION

Fewt, 1) X 7. DETAINEE LOCATION
GTMO
8 NCIDENT

07-HITTING/KICKING AN DETAINEE

9. REPORT
ON 02 JAN. 2004, ATAPPRDX.UWSHRS DETAIN

ANOTHER DETAINEE WITH CLOSED FIST. Incident

1)
: NA. Reporting Unit: 217th MP Co.

10. WITNEES ;;gum INFORMED {Chack One)

12, ACTION TAKEN BY COMPOLUND NCO:

12 ACTION(S) & RECOMMENDATION(s) OF GUARD COMMANDER:
14, RECOMMENDATIONS BY CHIEF, DETAINEE OPERATIONS BRANCH::
5. ACTION TAKEN BY SUPERINTEMDENT:

W ACTIONE
02-Sogrcgation (Complete)

01-Loss of C! (Complete)

5. PERSON S8N 15, PEREON GRADE

) 2GR

NOV00186




NOVO0O0187

) 244G




DETAINEE INFORMATION MANAGEMENT SYSTEM (DIMS) Guantanamo Bay, Cube User: s2user ’
Foclities | MowementOrdars | Delsiness | Reguests | Operstions | Adminetwion | Tos | EOP | Hel

GSIEAX | BERTLABREBLLERARL YT IREEBE | TRIB1-0EI0IA0

|Dotaines 1s¥ K | Sanrch | GTMO
DETAINEE REPORT DABEDFOF
1. TO COMMANDER or DESIONATED REPRESENTATVE 2. DATE |
CDR,JDCG 03FEB2004 2000L
3. TYPE OF REPORT: {Chack One)
REPORT OF DISCIPLINARY INFRACTION . |
4, STATUS _
REFER FOR DISCIPLINARY ACTION | I

8 DETACHEES AME- (i an) Firat, MI) 7. DETAINEE LOCATION
| , GTMO

3, INGIDENT
07-THROW/SPIT BODY FLUIDS ON /AT DETAINEE

5. REPORT
ON 3 FEBRUARY 2004 AT APPROJHMATELY 1615 HRS, IS

CROSS BLOCK TALKING ETAINEE IN e

APPROXIMATELY 1620 UGHﬁC!IIPOFU!INE

\SEIVAS BEING TO HIS CELL FROM THE RECEES
F'i'ﬁ:#r'- 3H 3 CUPS OF URINE/WATER/TOILET PAPER ON ISN

- WAS BEING RETURNED TO HiS CELL FROM THE RECREATIO,

{E. ISN BEGAN SPITTING AND THRO

APPROBGMATELY 10

BEGAN SPITTING AND ngs
A

k! W WATER AND SPIT A
10, WITNESS | |11mnﬂmmmm

Inctdent Nor NA. Reporting Unit: 384th MP
NO

12. ACTION TANEN BY COMPOUND NCO:
13, ACTION{s) & RECOMMENDATION(s) OF QUARD COMMANDER:
14. RECOMMENDATIONS BY CHIEF, DETAINEE OPERATIONS BRANCH:

15, ACTION TAKEN 8Y SUPERINTENDENT;

W, ACTIONS
02-Segregation (Compilete)
01-Loss of C1 (Complete)

18. PERSON S3N 15. PRRION GRADE

i

1400

NOVOO0188




MP
DMS Otssrvaioniacipinery Report Forn

NOVO001389

|46




DETAINEE INFORMATION MANAGEMENT SYSTEM (DIMS)  Guantanamo Bay, Cuba User: s2user
Focilios | WMovemeciOrders | Dotinees | Maguests | Opersions | Admiissation | Toos | S0P | Help

S18IBAXIEESTLELLAEBLAY IRARE [TERI'GHUBING

Detuines 168 = ) e | GT™O
DETAINEE REPORT DES46E38
1, TO COMMANDER or DESIGNATED REPRESENTATIVE 2. DATE |
CIDOG ' 20APR2005 D44 1L

1. TYPE OF REPORT: (Check Ona}
REPORT OF DISCIPLINARY INFRACTION

4, FTATUS
REFER FOR DISCIPLINARY ACTION
NETAUKIRS MAMS- 0 et Firgd, M) 7. DETAINEE LOGATION
07
8. INCIDENT

06-THROW/WATER/FOOD ON/AT DETAINEE

9 REPORT

About 2226, 19 APR. 05, Detsinad il ' ) celll Y wale
at Detgines — in celi . who was

mue

| mmmmwmmwmqmmm The detzinces wo
%Mmmmmmmmbmmmwmmwmm
arca.

Detainee is currently = IR
Last offense was 1 APR 05

Category Ul offense | |

Second Offense Category 11 offense (Failure to follow MP instructions)
Remain at

Loss of Cl x 5 days, Segregation x 10 days

Loss of Cl x 5 days.

Total CI loss 10 days, Segrepation 10 days

0. WITNG BE WHITME INFORMED {Chack Cne)

QA9
NOV00190




01-Loss Of Cl (Complete)

17. REPORTING PERSON
PLATOON LEADER

DS ObssrvationTinciplienry Megort Famn

[ g

19. PERSON GRADE

[H03

NOVOQ0lol




OETAINEE INFORMATION MANAGEMENT SYSTEM (DIMS)  Guaatanarmo Bay, Cuba User: s2user

Focitien | MoverneniOriers | Dotbineez | Reguests | Operstionts | Adminigvsiion | Tosis | BOP | Help

SRAXIBEXTAREBELBELLT IREHE PR 101500120

|Ootoines 188 =~ R ] GTMO
_ DETAINEE REPORT - ESE4C75D
1. TO COMMANDER or DEBIGNATED REPREAENTATIVE 2. DATE
CDR, IDOO ) 1OMAY2005 20581
3. TYPE OF REPORT: [Chwck Ond)
REPORT OF DISCIPLINARY INFRACTION
4. STATUS

REFER FOR DISCIPLINARY ACTION

exchanged
...... after.about §

) i m Prandon: .-. e TIeNt
mmmmmmmmmmﬁmmmuamm
where returned to their cells. Med 8 was on scene conducting Med call on the tier and examined both
detainees. Both detainees sustained no injuries,

Detainee is currently 2 SN
Last offense was 290CT04

Category IV offense
Move to NN

Loss of Cl for 5 days
Segregation for 10 days

L WITHNEAR 11 WAS DETAINEE MNFORMED (Thack One)

12. ACTION TAXEN §Y COMPOUND NCO:

13. ACTION(s) & RECOM ﬂfm
Recommended by CO NN

14. RECOMMENDATIONS BY CHIEF, DETAINEE OPERATIONS BIRANCH::

W ACTION T

Appeoved

18. ACTIONG

01-Loss Of C] (Complete)
02-Scgregation {Complcto)
02-Scgrogation (Complote)

172.:al)
NOV00152




| A
NOV00193




DETAINEE INFORMATION MANAGEMENT SYSTEM (DIMS)  Guantanamo Bay, Cube User: s2user

FﬂlM“lMl“lmlmlTﬂlﬂlw

GISIRAX I EBXTAEELLEBELEY IRERY PR HIEHEJGI gL

jostanesssn vf _|_ Bewrih] GTMO
DETAINEE REPORT E6770587
1. TO COMMANDER or DESIGNATED REPRESENTATNE <. DATE '
CDR, JDOG 19MA Y2005 2038L

3. TYPE OF REPORT: (Check One)
REPORT OF DISCIPLINARY INFRACTION

& STATUS
REFER FOR DISCIPLINARY ACTION

SEANSEE A Ragan. Firs. M1 H iuumm

& INCIDENT
06-FIGHTING : |

9. REPORT
On 19 May 2005, st 1655 while Detaines

detainees continiéd fighting despite the MPs ¢ ' wmmsm
:MMMWMMMW@&M&MHMMW
mmmmmmmsﬂmmummmmmlmwm
detainees. Both detainses sustained no injuries.

Mmhmmﬂylm | ' |
Last Offecse was on ] )
Category IV offense

Move to
Loss of

Segregation for 10 days

Iﬂmmmmmi

13. ACTION{s} &
Recommended by

H, RECOMMENDATIONS BY CHIEF, DETAINEE OPERATIONS BRANCH::

18. ACTION
hmm

10. ACTIONS
Ol-Loss Of CI (Complete)

02-Segregation {Completc)

[Ho(

NOV00194




01-Loss Of CI {Canccled)
02-Scgregation (Complete)

1407

NOVO0195




DETAINEE INFORMATION MANAGEMENT SYSTEM (DIMS]  Guantenamo Bay, Cubs User: s2user
Faclities | MoveameniOmievs | Detainest | Requashs | Oparstions | Admislarntion | Took | SOF | Melp

FISIBAXIBRETLARBELLEELA Y BEEE | TR ‘D | 2P
| Detmines tSN . ... | feen] GTMO

DETAINEE REPORT - E67BSBFE

1. TO COMMANDER or DESIGNATED REPRESENTATIVE 2 DATE
CIDOG 13MAY200S 1258L

3. TYPE OF REPORT: (Chack One) | | |
REPORT OF DISCIPLINARY INFRACTION |

4. BTATUS
REFER FOR DISCIPLINARY ACTION - |

A DETAINEE'S NAME: [Lasl, First, M) h

8. INCIDENY :
07-THROW/SPIT BODY FLUIDS ON /AT DETAINEE *

Loss of Clx 5 days
Sepregation x 5 days

__

11 WAB DETAINER INFORMED (Chack Orie)
YES

18 ACTIONS

02-Segregation (Completc)
01-Loss OF CI (Complete)

rf 3,8 (34, clqis»

-

NOV00196




NOV(Q0197

(409




DETAINEE INFORMATION MANAGEMENT SYSTEM (DIMS)  Guantaname Bay, Cuba User: aZuser
FociMes | MovermctOwiers | Detsiness | Reguasts | Oparsions | Adminigtation | Tool | S0P | Hep

QESIBAX lﬁﬁﬁﬁilkahil.&ﬂ FTIRAEE |PREI0HID I

|Ooteinee i . _Search | GTNO 1
DETAINEE REPORT E9064F8E
‘LTEMHMM REPRESENTATIVE L DATE
CDR, JDOG | 09JUN2004 2039L
3. TYPE OF REPORT: {Chack Dae)
REPORT OF DISCIPLINARY INFRACTION
4. STATUS
REFER FOR DISCIPLINARY ACTION

Finst, 30) 7. DETAINER LOCATION
GTMO

B. INCIDENT a

07-THROW/SPIT BODY FLUIDS ON /AT DETAINEE

0. REPOAT
ON 9 JUNE 04, AT AFPROX

10 HRS, DETAINEE, CELL #P
SPAT ON DETAINEE, CELL No:NA. Reporting Unit:
4913t MP Co.

10, WITNESY 11 WAS DETAINEE INEORMED (Check Ore)
| NO

12, ACTION TAKEN BY COMPOUND NCO:

13. ACTION(2} & RECOMMENDATIONG) OF GUARD COMMANDER:

4, RECOMMENDATIONS BY CHIEF, DETAMNEE OPERATIONS BRANCHR:

15. ACTION TAKEN BY SUPERINTENDENT:

<10

NOVQ0198




18, ACTIONS
02-Scgregation {Complete) - i
01-Loss of ClI (Compictc)

. | 16 PERSON GRADE

Ut
NOV00199




DETAINEE INFORMATION MANAGEMENT SYSTEM (DiMS)  Guantanamo Bay, Cuba User: s2user
HIMMIMIMIMJMITﬂiwim

B SISAX IBEXTARBELBRELLY BEBE IPRBI9HHLOIAG |

|Detainse 190 =il e o | Searen | GTMO
DETAINEE REPORT ECOR562C
1, TO COMMANDER of DEHIGNATED REPRESENTATIVE 2. DATE
CDR, JDOG : LSNOV2004 1705L
3. TYPE OF REPORT: (Chock One}
REPORT OF DISCIPLINARY INFRACTION
4. BTATUS |
REFER FOR DISCIPLINARY ACTION
5. DETAINEE'S NAME: {Last, Firet, M} N 7. DETAINEE LOCATION
- oo
L INCIDENT
06-FIGHTING

9. REPORY | -
ON 11-25-2004 AT APPROXIMATELY 1550 HRS, DET
AS INVOLVED IN A PHYSICAL ALTERCATION WITH D
ICS STARTED OVER AN ARGUMENT REGARDING

RELAINEES WERE ORDERED TO STOP ARGUING AND TO TE, WHICH THEY DID.
L_q_ REW A PIECE OF FRUIT A STRUCK THE LEFT SIDE OF
: D WITH HIS RIGHT FIST. D THEN SEPERATED, REMOVED
FROM THE BAY AND INTO SEPERATE COMPOUND
MOVEMENT OUT OF AND SUBSEQUENTLY MOVED
MEDICAL CORPSMAN WAS REQUESTED AND CHECKED
SWOLLEN REDENED AREA ON THE LEFT SIDE OF HIS

AREA AROUND THE KNUCKLES OF HIS RIGHT HAND. : NA. Reporting Unit:

JDOG.

10. WITNESS - 11 WAS QETAINEE INFORMED (Check One)
NO .

12. ACTION TAKEN BY COMPOUND NCO:

| 15 ACTION{s) & RECOMMENDATION(s) OF QUARD COMMANDER:
14. RECOMMENDATIONS BY CHIEF, DETAINEE OPERATIONS RRANCH:
15. ACTION TAXEN 5Y SUPERINTEMDENT:

18, ACTIONS
02-Scgregation (Complete)
01-Loss of C1 (Compicte)

 REPORTING PERSON ‘] 'u.mm 10, PERSON GRADE

.f

1412
NOV0Q0200




NOV00201

1413




DETAINEE INFORMATION MANAGEMENT SYSTEM {(DIMS) Guantanamo Bay, Cuba User: s2user

Faclites | MovementOmders | Detsiness | Raquests | COpemiont | Adrmisistafion | Toal | 80P [ Help

AiSIHAXIBRRTLERSERELE T BEES|PES | GHHD| NG

e .} - omo

DETAINEE REPORT | 010540F0"

1. TO COMMANDER o DESIGNATED REPRESENTATIVE 2 DATE
CDR, JDOG 28JAN2004 1956L

3. TYPE OF REPDRT: {Check Ona)
REPORT OF DISCIPLINARY INFRACTION

4, BTAYUS
REFER FOR DISCIPLINARY ACTION

E DETAINEE'S NAME: (1.agt. Fist, M) 1NN 7. DETAINEE LOCATION
| GTMO

5. INCIDENT
10-AGGRAVATED BATTERYON A DETAINEE

9. REPORT
AT APPROXIMATELY 0915 HOURS ON 28 JANUARY 2004, ISN

COMMIT THE ACT OF AGGRIVATED BATTERY ON A DET. S1
DEFENSE. THE SAID DETAINEE DID FIGHT WITH ANOTHER DETAINEE,
WHILE IN THE COMPOUND RECREATION
SOTH DETAINEES ARE AL MONITORING
DUE TO PYSCHOLOGICAL ] BN COIC CONTACTED THE
mcmsmncomm INJURIES SUSTAINED TO THE

DETAINEEFI IJ INJURIES WERE NOTED OR FOUND.
DISN PLACED INTO ORANGE
ORMS AND UITS AND SENT 'lm

FOR MONITORING AND E%’AUATIM BYJI SOP, THIS INCIDENT IS A MA
GROUNDS FOR IMMEDIATE DISEIPLINARY REMOVAL FROM MEEENIncident No: 4

Reporting Unit: 384th MP Bn.

10. WITNESS ;}Ommm INFORMED [Chack One)

1. ACTION TAKEN BY COMPOUND NCO:;

13, ACTION{s) & RECOMMENOATION(s) OF QUARD COMMANDER:

14. RECOMMENDATIONS BY CHIEF, DETAINEE OPERATIONS BRANCH:
18. ACTION TAKEN BY SUPSRINTENDENT:

18, ACTIONS
02-Segregation (Complete)
01 -Loss of CI (Complete)

T 14 PERION SEN th PERSON GRADE

NOV00202

1Y 14




NOV00203

141S




L]

DETAINEE INFORMATION MANAGEMENT SYSTEM (DIMS)  Guantanamo Bay, Cuba User: szuser E}
Fvl“]“ﬁiﬁ“[ﬂﬂ“lhﬂ!ﬁ‘“l“ﬂliTﬂl“lHﬁ

ASEAX I BEXTAEELLEBELALF lﬂﬁ.&l‘?ﬁﬂ K1 IS - TE 1

|Ootsinas o8 . =8 .. [gewn| GTMO
DETAINEE REPORT 06BFEBR?
1. TO COMMANDER or DESIGNATED REPRESENTATIVE " 12.DATE
CDR, JDOG | 250CT2004 14441
3. TYPE OF REPORT: (Chock One)
REPORT OF DISCIPLINARY INFRACTION
4. STATUS |

-| REFER FOR DISCIPLINARY ACTION

.
8. INCIDENY

07-THROW/SPIT BODY FLUIDS ON /AT DETAINEE

8. REPORT
ON 25 OCT O4 AT 0855 DBTADIEI SN

IN THE LEFT TION YARD WHEN HE BEGAL G WITH
ISN# THE RECREATION YARD . DETAINEE 1SN
THEN'SPAT ON DET ISN# USE OF THE ARGUMENT . Incident No:

Reporting Unit JDOG, -

10. WITHESS * : 11 WAS DETAINEE INFORMED (Check One)
NG

12, ACTION TAKEN BY COMPOUND NCT:

13. ACTION(s) & RECOMMENDATION(s) OF GUARD COMMANOER:

14, RECOMMENDATIONS BY CMIEF, DETAINEE mﬁm BRANCSH:
15. ACTSON TAXEN BY SUBPERINTENOENT:

1. ACTIONS
G2-Segregation (Pending) -
0t-Loss of C1 {Complets)

10, PERSON 83N 19. PERBON GRADE

Lt

ROV00204




! | ) '
DM$ Obsarvallon/Disciplinasy Repon Form I [

1L+

NOVQO0205




DETAINEE INFORMATION MANAGEMENT SYSTEM (DIMS)  Guantanamo Bay, Cuba User: szuser 3
Fackties | MovementOniers | Detainsss | Requesis | Operations | Adminewston | Tools | SOF | Hep

SISRAXIBBEXTLEBRLLERLE T I RERZ IVER ! @O | RE

[Detainee 12N - ﬂ GTMO
DETAINEE REPORT ' 3DA2C892
1. TO COMMANDER or DEBIGNATED REPREEENTATIVE 2 DATE
20MAY2005 1409L
3. TYPE OF REPORT: {Chiack Dne)
SIR
4. STATUS
MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD
&. NCIDENT
10-AGGRAVATED BATTERY ON A DETAINEE

. REPORT -
it OfIMIdmt,mzp ' b m'.t DPrOXImal 1,‘. MO
' SEREUIIRS DY OEtainee ﬁﬂl!m d Gl
Detain incited ithe distusbance by ordering detai
e the entire attack end refused to fight ¢
Sctamed sneate dmm;themhndlllbythednmddﬁm

the shower ¢€ll adjacent yard. The CO agrived on scene and init
CO attempted to halt the atiack. ; mply.
for five minutes o fior the heatth and ha

mmﬁmhﬁemufﬁammm .
The CO told the |

who was secured in
ed IRF team. The

transported to Delta clinic for fiwther treatment which

consisted of stilches and X-rays

10. WITNESS 11 WAS DETAINEE INFORMED (Chaok One)

NO

12. ACTION TAXEN BY COMPOUND NCO:
13. ACTIONs) & RECOMMENDATION(Y) OF GUARD COMMANDER:
14. RECOMMENDATIONS BY CHIEF, DETAINEE OPERATIONS BRANCH::

18, ACTION TAXEN BY SUPRRINTENDENT:

18. ACTIONS |

(418

NOVQQ206




{49

NOV00207




DETAINEE INFORMATION MANAGEMENT SYSTEM (DIMS)  Guantanaimo Bay, Cuba USer: s2user

Fm-|mnaum|m-;m1m1nmlnnlm|'uﬁ

dSIRAXK EEXTARERLLERLEYT BABE ITREBIGELYING

joumines 15N ~f . _Geevch | GTMO
DETAINEE REPORT 4118220E |
1, TO COMMANDER of DESIGNATED REPRESENTATIVE 2 DATE |
CDR, IDOG | G3IFEB2004 20081
3. TYPE OF NEPONT: (Check Ons)
REPORT OF DISCIPLINARY INFRACTION
4. 5TATUS
.| REFER FOR DISCIPLINARY ACTION
OETAINEE'S NAME: (Last. First, MI} 7. DETAINEE LOCATION
GTMO

0. NCIDENT
0-THROW/SPIT BODY FLUIDS ON /AT DETAINEE

9. REPORT
ON 3 FEBRUARY 2004 AT APPROXIMATELY 16
CROSS BLOCK TALKING
APPROXIMATELY 1620 H
N S v s nETNG TO HIS CELL FROM THE REC}
[LEN DIRQUGH 3 CUPS OF URINE/WATER/TOILET PAPER ON 1S
JWAS BEING RETURNED TO KIS CELL FROM THE RECRE
: JEEGAN SPITTING AND THROY
RGALY SLY 10 MT Ea LA IER. ISIE

- G _
EN THREY wammnsprra m-mu TED WITH
Incident No: NA. Reporting Unit: 384th MP Ba.

10 WITNESS 11 WAS DETAINEE INFORMED {Chack One}
- NO

12. AGTION TAKEN BY COMPOUND NGO:

13, ACTION(3) & RECOMMENDATION(s) OF GUARD COMMANDEFR:

14, RECOMMENDATIONS BY CHIER, ORTAINEE OPERATIONS BRANCH:
18, ACTION TAKEN BY SUPERINTENDENT:

u. ACTIONS
(Pending)

0l Ol Less o1 C1 (Complctc)

19. PERSON ORADE

NOV00208

14206




NOV00209

|2




DETAINEE INFORMATION MANAGEMENT SYSTEM (DIMS) Guantanamo Bay, Cuba USEr: s2user
mtmm:M|m|mlm|m¢M|m

@ RBAX lﬁﬁﬁ'ﬁ‘lllﬂlll&ﬂ TIRREBE|TIER I-@IIG NG

DETAINEE REPORT 46077DD3

1, TO COMMANDER or DESIGNATED REPRESENTATIVE 2.DATE
CDR, JDOG 19SEP2004 19471

3. TYPE OF REPORT: {Chack One)
REPORT OF DIECIPLNARY INFRACTION

4. STATUS
REFER FOR DISCIPLINARY ACTION

). DETAINEE'S NAME: L st iy, L8} T. RETANMEE LOCATION
GTMO

8. NCIDENT
07-HITTING/KICKING AN DETAINEE

5. REFORT
ON 9-18-2004, DETAINEE ISN WAS AOCUSED BY DETAINEE
OF COMMIINICATING THREATS OF PHYSICAL HARM AGAINST HIM A
[AS DETAINEE IS AS MOVED FROM
UK THE NIGHT. UN 5:19-2004, ALL 3 DET WERE QUESTIONED
- tABOUT THIS INCIDENT BY THEIR OGATOR, AND ALL 3 DENIED ANY THREATS
ON 9-10-2004 AT APPROXIMATELY 1630HRS, IR
INVOLVEDIN A P

ALTERCATION. THE ALTERCATION WAS
VERBAL OOMMUNICATION AS WELL AS ASS OF DETAINEE
BOTH DETAINEES WERE

AD SLIGHT
TOHIS
AS
NCOIC QUESTIONED BOTH DETA AS WEL
D) THAT THE OTHER STARTED THE PHYSICAL
ULDNO‘FBESUREWHICHSTAM'EDH!EALTBRCAHON
AFFDID OT SEE THE ALTERCATION START, BUT DID OBSERVE BOTH
DET&METHROWGPWCHES. SEDUPONTHEALLE}BDTHREATSASWELLAS
M PHYSICAL ALTERCATION, IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT POTH DETAINEES
BEREMGVEDFROM_MMN@:NA.WU&*#I#W&
| | Eommmmmy

10. WITNESS

12. ACTION TAKEN BY COMPOUND NCQ:

13, ACTIONG) & RECOMMENOATION(s) OF GUARD COMMANDER:

. RECOMMENDATIONS BY CHIEF, DETANEE OPERATIONS BRAMCH:
5 ACTION TAKEN 8Y SUPRRINTENOENT:

15. ACTIONS

42z

NOV00210




02-Scgregation (Complete)
0i-Loss of CI (Completc)

18, PERSON 88N

OME ObservasiorvDinciplinery Rapont Form

10. PERSON GRADE

NOV0O02ll

1423




DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
JOINT TASK FORCER 170
GUANTANAMO BAY, CUBA

ADAYTS APQO AE 09360

JTE-GTMOVSIA | 24 May 2005

mownwmc«mmcmu BGJay W. Hood,J'l‘FG'IMO
Guantznamo Bay, Cuba

Wmmmmmmqmm_

1. (FOUO) On 10 Nov 04, before s CSRT, Eu.mmdﬂm 1) be had been beaten
by fellow detainees, and 2) he hid urine thrown

2.
IS
of the

mmmammmm&:mmm

allegations,
wumwmm-cmomoc.mmmowhmm
mm{l&mngmfmnnnmwmm

a Allegation 1. Nnmdumwfoundhmwthum

b. Allegation 2. No evidence was found to substantiate the claim,

4. POC is the undersigned at.

%w

NOV00212



: EEET
DETAINEE ALLEGATIONS INQUIRY REPORT

Detsinee ISN: | Date of this report: 20041114
SJA - Surnmary of Allegation:

W Mmummmrmmmlm |
imed that while detained at Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, he

mmmn).wmwuiuMmm

___ DIMS Records: Cheoked, Nothing found that would support this aliegation

2. _ SIR/IR Records: None found

3. ____ FCE/IRF Records: Homdmlhlm'y

___ Other (Specify): dated 24 Augest 2004. m‘ndls}-nd

lrgmnmtmﬂ:e yard, which lesd 1o a phyzical altercation,
between the two detainees. No reports of Urine being thrown were

Summary and Analysis:

JIG Findings: =~

1. ___ Documents (Specity) SN{JJJJJJJ2Mar03 |
____ SIRRRecords
____ JDIMS Records |
—__ Other (Specify) ' |

Summary and Analysis: AnFBI 302 dated 2 March 2003 mentions that the detainee claims be is
verbally harassed by other detainees because he is a Shi'ite Muslim (see highlighted portion in
yellow)., No other documeniation has been found regarding these allegations.
JMG Findings: ,
— Maedical Records
ae.. Other (Specify)
Summarized Medical History (If Applicable)

Ssmmary and Analysis:
Record indicates altercation with snother detainee on 8/24/02. Suffered sore upper lip, front teeth

uuumd,ﬂﬁltcha&m;wymdnﬂl!ﬂﬁiﬁw Mﬁ“mmmmmm |

b

SIA ATTORNEY WORK PRODUCT

1428

NOVQO021l3




. ) . -
IJe_partment of Defense
Designated Civilian Official -
Office fortheiA:;:inimmvc Review of the Detention
| Enemy Cornbatants,
U.S. Naval Base, Guantansma Bay, Cubsa

Office of the Secretary of the Navy
1000 Nmﬁeﬂmn, Washington, DC 20350-1000

11 November 2004

MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD

gl:m: EMARDECMDN
SUBJECT: Receipt of Allegation TIFGTMO
1. MThanurpmoﬂmhmemornndW ﬂl
o by %0 report an incident of ble

2. 4BMPT"On 10NoVO4, mm for
the Administrative Review Detention of ARDEC),

apprised Reporting Agent that Combatant Review
Tribunal (CSRT) relative to |

med

that while detained at Guantanamo , Cuba, he has been beaten
detainees (NFI), and has had urlnut;'.;;mm himn. oy Tellow

NOV00214

1426




lsmmr

Department of Defense
Designated Civilian Official
Office for the Administrative Review of the Detention
of Enemy Combatants,
U.S. Naval Base, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba
Office of the Secretary of the Navy
1000 Navy Pentagon, Washington, DC 20350-1000

09 November 2004
MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD

From: pecml Agent | OARDEC Liaison Div
To: C @aff Judge Advocate, JTF GTMO

4 EM}]___‘:W investigative nul'lm . this report, and all associated
ocumentation can be pevi by request. Plaase direct sl inquiries to
SWM at DSN (R o via
email

Special Agent, NCIS

1427

NOV(Q0215




DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE |
JOINT TASK FORCE 170 | .
GUANTANAMO BAY, CUBA | !
"~ APD AE 09360 i

myn
ATTENTION OF

JTF-GTMO/SJA 24 My 2005

WWMFURMEMBGJQYW Hood, JTF GTMO,
Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 3

allegations to his OARDEC PR that: })

deumnumdnnﬂncmq; ing to Rill him; 2) detainees within the camp were
beating him; and 1) threats from high-ranking detainees even though he has
been moved to Camp 5.

in accordance with | JTF SOP for reviewing detainee abuse allegations,
wis sent to the JTF-GTMO JDOG, JKi and MG groups for investigation
of the allegation. The followm;linMﬁnn was provided:

& Allegation 1. Nuemmmwwmhmmmcm
b. Aliegation 2. Nneﬁ#mawhmdwwm:hechﬁn.
¢. Allegation 1, Nueﬁﬁmuwﬁmﬂwmﬁecm

2!‘

|H28

NOV00216




=SBOREP
DETAINEE ALLEGATIONS INQUIRY REPORT

Date of this report: IDECDS

JDOC Fmdings:
L . DIMS Records: No records found that support allegations
2. ____ SIR/R Records: Nons

Summary and Anslysis: There s no reconds found montioning these allogetions. o= = = | Purmmmet: Riek st Markuing |-

L

JMG Findings:
I __X__ Medical Racords
2. ___ Odher (Specify)

SIA ATTORNEY WORE PRODUCT

1429

NOV(00217




SECRET

DETAINEE ALLEGATIONS INQUIRY REPORT

Date of this ceport: IDECOM

S1A ATTORNEY WORK PRODUCT

NOV00218

1430




